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PART  I 


AVIATION  FUELS 

FEA  proposal  on  markup  on  retail  sales  by  fuced  base 
operators  to  reflect  increased  non-product  costs;  com* 
ments  by  10-16-75 . - 


BtOLOGICAL  PRODUCTS 

USDA/APHiS  relaxes  feetrktions  on  production;  effec¬ 
tive  9-26-75 . 1 _ _ _ _ 


45419 


BOYCOTT  REQUESTS 

Commerce/DIBA  issues  reporting  requirements  regard¬ 
ing  restrictive  trade  practices;  effective  10-1-75 . 


CIVIL  RIGHTS 

HEW  proposal  establishing  uniform  procedures  for  en¬ 
forcing  nondiscrimination  requirements;  comments  by 
11-17-75 _ _ - 


DISCLOSURE  OF  INFORMATION 

OMB  rescinds  circular  concerning  compensation  of  Fed¬ 


eral  enrtployees 


ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

ERDA  issues  determination  regarding  nuclear  power 


export  activities 


HOUSING 

HUD  proposes  interim  amendment  relating  to  low  income 
assistance  program;  comments  by  10-15-75 . 


PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

The  following  agencies  issue  documents  relating  to  the 
implementation  of  the  Act  and/or  notices  of  Systems  of 
Records: 

Agency  for  International  Development  (2  documents)..^ 


Commerce  Department  (3  documents) _ 4! 

Commission  of  Fme  Arts . . 

Commission  on  Civn  Rights  (2  documents). 


Federal  Reserve  System _ _ 

National  Archives  and  Records  Service . 

Postal  Service _ 

Railroad  Retnemertt  Board  (2  documents) _ ^ 

State  Department  (2  documents) _ _ i 

Transportation  Deportment . 

Treasury  Department _ 

United  ^ates  Railway  Association  (2  documents). 
Watar  Raaources  Council  (2  documents) _ A 


reminders 


(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  thin  Ust  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 
DOT/Coast  Guard — Marine  Engineering 
Systems  and  Components;  Miscellane¬ 
ous  amendments;  correction....  42746; 

9-16-75 

FAA — ^Airworthiness  directives;  Bell  Models 
206A,  206B.  206A-1,  and  206B-1  Heli¬ 
copters  . . 41091;  9-5-75 

Standard  Instrument  Approach  Pro¬ 
cedures;  recent  changes  and  addi¬ 
tions . 36763;  8-22-75 

EPA — Kentuckys  air  programs;  implemen¬ 
tation  plans,  approval  and  promulgation; 
categorical  compliance  schedules. 

40158;  9-2-75 


FCCJ — Cable  television  services;  late  night 
programming . . .  39509;  8-28-75 

List  of  Public  Laws 

This  is  a  listing  of  public  bills  enacted  by 
Congress  and  approved  by  the  President,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  date  of  approval,  and 
the  U.S.  Statute  citation.  The  list  Is  kept  current 
in  each  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  and  copies 
of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from  the  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office. 

H.R.  9524 .  Public  Law  94-99 

Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 


PRIVACY  ACT  PUBLICATIONS 

The  following  government  agencies  have  submitted  Privacy  Act  documents  to  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  publication.  These  documents  are  available  for  pubUc 
inspection  at  the  Federal  Register  Office,  1100  L  St.,  NW..  Rm.  8401.  They  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  according  to  the  following  schedule.  See  sdso  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  additional  Privacy  Act  documents. 

ims 

Agency  •  Date  of  Issue 

Interior  Department — ^notices  (2  documents) _  Oct.  3 

National  Archives  &  Records  Service _  Oct.  2 

Energy  Research  b  Development  Administration — ^notices _  * 

General  Services  Administration — ^notices _ _ _  • 

Housing  &  Urban  Development — ^notices _  • 

Advisory  Commission  on  Intergovernmental  Relations — ^proposed  rules,  notices.  Oct.  3 

Treasury  Department — notices _  • 

Defense  Department/Navy — proposed  rules,  notices _  Oct.  3 

Defense  Department — ^notices _ • 

Postal  Service — notices _ • 

Federal  Maritime  Ccunmission — ^notices _ • 

Federal  Trade  Commission — notices _  Oct.  3 

Federal  Communications  Commission — ^notices _  Oct.  3 

Pension  Benefits  Gusuranty  Corporation — grilles _  Oct.  3 

Defense  Civil  Preparedness  Agency — ^rules _ _  Oct.  3 

Small  Business  Administration — ^rules _  Oct.  3 

*Not  yet  scheduled;  will  be  published  as  soon  as  possible. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5282.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
^ holiday) ,  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.O.  30408,  \mder  the  Federal  Register  Act  (48  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  IJJ3.C., 
Ch.  15)  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UR.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  few  mAtfng  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i^plloablllty  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  (Xmgress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest. 

The  Federal  RxaisnR  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postag;e,  tot  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  yeex^  payable 
in  advance.  The  Charge  for  Individual  ooplee  Is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  erf  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  oheeX  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Supwlntendent  of  Documents,  UJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republloatlon  of  material  iq>pearing  In  the  Federal  Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


IMPORTED  OIL  ^ 

FEA  requests  separate  account  for  collection  of  license 
fees  . . — .  45475 

INCOME  TAXES 

Treasury/IRS  rules  regarding  sources  of  income  and 
foreign  deposits  in  United  States  banks. — . . .  45427 


NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT  OF 
1969 

ICC  proposes  revised  guktoiines  for  implementation; 
comments  by  10-10-75 . .  45^0 

REINSURANCE  TRANSACTIONS  . 

Treasury/IRS  announces  putdic  hearing  on  proposed 
regulations;  public  hearing  11-6-75;  comments  by 
10-31-75  .  45442 


SECURITIES  INFORMATION 

SEC  adopts  and  proposes  rules,  and  requests  ideas 
regarding  registration  of  non-exdusive  processors  (2 
documents);  comments  by  11-1  and  12-1-75 .  45422 

SPECIAL  IMPACT  PROGRAM 

Community  Services  Administration  regulations  regard¬ 
ing  policy  and  priorities;  effective  11-3-75... .  45436 

TOBACCO 

USDA/CCC  proposes  grade  loan  rates  for  1975  crop; 
comments  11-3-75 _ _ ^ . . .  45444 

WESTERN  HEMLOCK 

USDA/FS  requests  comments  by  10-10-75  on  proposal 
to  declare  certain  timber  surplus  to  domestic  needs  ..  ..  45454 


MEETINGS— 

CAB:  Advisory  Committee  on  Procedural  Reforms, 

10-16-75 . . . .  45453 

Commeroe/DIBA:  President's  Export  Council,  11-4 

and  11-5-75 . . . . . -  45457 

HEW/FOA:  Panel  on  Review  of  Ophthalmic  Drugs, 

10-24  and  10-25-75 .  45459 

Panel  on  Review  of  Physical  Medicine  Devices, 

10- 26  and  10-27-75 . 45459 

OE:  Advisory  Committee  on  Bilingual  Education, 

10-5-75  .  45459 

SSA:  Supplemental  Security  Income  Study  Group, 

10-16  and  10-17-75 .  45462 

Interior/BLM:  Montana  State  Advisory  Board,  11-6 

and  11-7-75..... . 45452 

Oregon  State  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board, 

11- 11-75 . 45452 

O  and  C  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board,  11-13—75..  45452 
Shoshorte  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board, 

10-^0-75  .  45452 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards, 

10-17-75  .  45481 

USDA/FS:  North  End  District  Advisory  Board,  10- 

22-75 . 45454 

Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic  Trail  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil,  10-16  and  10-17-75 _ 45454 

Uinta  National  Forest  G-10  Grazing  Advisory 

Board,  10-23-75 . 45454 

SBA:  Boise  District  Advisory  Council,  11-3-75 .  45484 

Dallas  District  Advisory  CouncO,  10-20-75 .  45484 

Newark  District  Advisory  Council,  10-22-75  ....  45484 

Omaha  District  Advisory  Council,  11-6-75 _  45484 

Portland  District  Advisory  Council,  10-23-75 .  45485 


contents 


AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
Rules 

Privacy  Act _  45679 

Notices 


Authority  delegations: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Pro¬ 
gram  and  Management  Serv¬ 
ices  _  45461 

Mission  Director  and  Deputy 
Mission  Director,  USAID/ 

Philippines  _  45451 

Crmtra^  functions _  45451 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records—  45768 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Cherries  grown  in  Mich.,  N.Y., 

Wis.,  Penn.,  Ohio,  Va,  W.  Va. 

and  Md _  45418 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in  Aris. 

and  Calif _  45417 

Prunes  grown  in  Washington  and 

Oregon -  45418 

Proposed  Rules 


Cranberries  grown  in  Mass..  RX. 

Conn.,  New  Jersey,  Wis., 

Mich.,  Minn.,  (Xegon,  Wash. 

and  New  Ymrk _  45443 

Limes  grown  In  Florida _  45442 

Prunes  (dried)  grown  in  Calif..  45443 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service;  Cmn- 
nxNlity  Credit  Corpora^n; 
Farmers  Home  AdministrtUion; 

Forest  Service. 

Notices 

Committees,  establishment: 

National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Safety  in  Agriculture _  45455 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 
Rules 

Biological  products;  production 
restriction  relaxation _  45419 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices  . 

Meetings:  ' 

Advisory  Committee  on  Pro¬ 


cedural  B^orms _  45463 

Hearingt,  etc.: 

Honotailu-Vancouver  route _  45463 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Privacy  Act - *  45726 

Notices 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records..  45739 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Allowances  and  differentials;  up¬ 
dated  listing _  45417 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Domestic  and  Internation¬ 


al  Business  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 

Rules 

Privacy  Act— _ 45819 

Proposed  Rules 

Privacy  Act;  supplemental  pro¬ 
visions  _  45632 

Notices 

Privacy  Act;  system  of  records...  45634 

COMMISSION  ON  RNE  ARTS 

Notices 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records...  45740 


COMMODITY  CREDlf  CORPORATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Tobacco  (fire-cured,  dark  air- 
cured  and  Virginia  sim-cured) ; 
notice  of  grade  loan  rates  for 
price  support  on  1975-crop _  45444 
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COMMUNITY  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Economic  Development  Programs; 
special  impact  program  policies 
and  priorities _  45430 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS  BOARD 

Rules 

Composition  and  measiu-ement  of 
pension  cost;  definitions;  cor¬ 
rection  _  45417 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 


FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster  areas: 

Florida _ _ _  45462 

Pennsylvania  _  45463 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Privacy  Act _  45609 

Proposed  Rules 

Mandatory  petroleum  price  regu¬ 
lations: 

Retail  sales  of  aviation  fuels— .  45447 


Restrictive  trade  practices  or  boy¬ 
cott  requests;  requirement  to  re¬ 
port  r _  45421 

Notices 

Adjustment  assistance,  petition  for 
determination : 

Wolff  Shoe  Manufacturing  Co—  45458 
Export  privileges,  actions  affect-  ' 
ing: 


Sopex  S.A.R.L -  45457 

Meetings: 

President’s  Export  Coxmcil -  45457 

Scientific  articles;  duty-free  entry: 

Cornell  University _  45455 

Southern  Illinois  University -  45455 

University  of  California -  45456 

University  of  Rhode  Island -  45456 

University  of  Southern  Califor¬ 
nia  _  45456 

University  of  Tennessee -  45457 


Notices 

Oil  import  regulations: 

Collection  of  oil  import  license 
fees  due  September  30,  1975  _  45475 


FEDERAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  COUNCIL 
Rules 

Practice  and  procedure,  review 
functions  of  Coimcil,  criteria  for 
determining;  correction _  45417 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 


Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Far  Eastern  Shipping  Co.  and 
Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co., 

Inc _ 

Freight  forwarder  licenses: 
Priester,  E.  H _ 


45475 

45476 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Food  processing  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  inspection;  memoran¬ 
dum  of  understanding  with  Wis¬ 
consin  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  _  45460 

Food  for  special  dietary  uses;  re¬ 
opening  of  hearing,  correction.  _  45462 
Inspection  of  food  and  medicated 
feed  facilities  memorandum 
with  the  Minnesota  Department 


of  Agriculture _  45460 

Meetings: 

Advisory  committees _  45459 

Ophthalmic  Drugs  Advisory 
Committee _  45461 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Garden  Valley  Planning  Unit___  45453 
White  Moxmtain  National  For¬ 
est,  Kilkenny  unit  plan _  45454 

Meetings: 

North  End  District  Advisory 

Boards _ 45454 

Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic 

Trail  Advisory  Council _  45454 

Uinta  National^  Forest  G-10 

Grazing  Advisory  Board _  45454 

Timber  export  and  substitution 
restrictions,  request  for  com¬ 
ments  _  45454 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 

Annual  report  of  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Accreditation  and  In¬ 
stitutional  Eligibility -  45458 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Committee  on  the  Edu¬ 
cation  of  Bilingual  Children—  45459 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 

DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

International  nuclear  power  ex¬ 
port  activities,  determination.—  45463 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

CaroUna  Power  &  Light  Co -  45476 

Georgia  Power  Co _  45477 

Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission 

Co  _  45477 

Illinois  Municipal  Utilities  Asso¬ 
ciation,  et  al _ -  45477 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co  . . 45478 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp _  45478 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp _  45478 

Toledo  Edison  Co . 45479 

Trvmkline  Gas  Co _  45479 


Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review: 

Proposals,  approvals,  etc.  (2  doc¬ 
uments)  _  45479 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records _  45790 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration;  So¬ 
cial  Security  Administration. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Notices 

Pesticide  chemicals,  tolerances, 
etc.;  petitions: 

Pike  Chemical  Co.;  correction _  45464 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Disaster  areas; 

Nebraska  -  45453 

North  Dakota -  45453 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Piper _  45420 

Transition  areas  (2  documents)  ._  45420 
Standard  instrument  approach 
procedures - ... -  45421 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Co - - -  45464 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 


Rules 

Privacy  Act _  45617 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Madison  Financial  Corp _  45479 


FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Rules 

Hunting: 

Izembek  National  Wildlife 

Range,  Alaska -  45440 

Imperial  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Ariz.  and  Calif... _  45440 

San  Andres  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  New  Mexico _  45441 

Sand  Lake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  South  Dakota  (2  doc¬ 
uments)  _  45441 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION  - 
Rules 

Human  drugs: 

Griseofiulvin,  (Ultramicrosize) 
tablets;  correction _  45426 


Proposed  Rules 

Nondiscrimination  requirements: 
Uniform  procedures  for  enforce¬ 
ment;  extension  of  comment 
period . .  45442 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Disaster  Assist¬ 
ance  Administration. 

Proposed  Rules 

Low  rent  public  housing: 

Housing  assistance  payments 
program;  fair  market  rents..  45445 

INDIAN  AFFAIRS  BUREAU 
Rules 

Irrigation  projects,  operation  and 
maintenance  charges: 

San  Carlos,  Ariz _  45427 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
Indian  Affairs  Bureau;  Land 
Management  Bureau. 


Iv 
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Marine  mammal  permit  applica¬ 
tions,  etc. : 

Musexun  of  Zoology,  Louisiana 


State  University _  45458 

Sea  World,  Inc _  45458 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 
Notices 

Statistical  analysis;  safety  rec¬ 
ommendations  and  responses; 
availability  and  receipt _  45480 


Proposed  Rules 

Securities  information  processors; 
registration  withdrawal _  45448 

SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM 
Rules 

Classification  rules  and  principles; 

CFR  correction _  45436 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Canaveral  Capital  Corp _  45484 

Meetings: 

Boise  District  Advisory  Council-  45484 
Dallas  District  Advisory  Coun- 

cU  . . 45484 

Newark  District  Advisory  Cohn- 

cU  . . 45484 

Omaha  District  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil _ _ —  45484 

Portland  District  Advisory 
Council _  45485 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 


Rules 

Car  Service  orders ; 

Baltimore  b  Ohio  Railroad  Co. 
and  LouisvUle  b  Nashville 

Railroad  Co -  45440 

Chicago;  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 

Railroad  Co _  45440 
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Connecticut  Light  b  Power  Co., 

et  al _  45481 

Kansas  Gas  b  Electric  Co.,  et 

al . 46482 

Omaha  Public  Power  District—  45482 
Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana, 

Inc  _  45482 
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Agency  draft  codes  of  practice; 

extension  of  comment  period _  45482 

Meetings: 
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Committee _  45481 
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STATE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agency  for  International 
Development. 
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TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Aviation  Admln- 
istrs.tion. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  appiicabillty  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U,S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  4 — ^Accounts 

CHAPTER  III— COST  ACCOUNTING 
STANDARDS  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  G— COST  ACCOUNTING 
STANDARDS 

PART  400— DEFINITIONS 

PART  412— COST  ACCOUNTING  STAND¬ 
ARD  FOR  COMPOSITION  AND  MEAS¬ 
UREMENT  OF  PENSION  COST 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-25464  ai^aring  at  page 
43873  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  S^- 
tember  24,  1975,  make  the  following  cor¬ 
rections. 

1.  In  the  title,  the  caption  “Part  412 — 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  for  Composi¬ 
tion  and  Measurement  of  Pension  Cost” 
should  be  relocated  so  that  it  precedes  the 
paragraph  on  page  43873  which  begins 
“The  Cost  Accoxmtlng  Standard  on  Com¬ 
position  and  Measurement  of  Pension 
Cost  is  one  of  a  series  being  promulgated 
by  the  Cost  Accoimting  Standards  Board 
pursuant  to  Section  15  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950  .  .  .  .” 

2.  In  S400.1<a),  the  definition  which 
reads  “Funding  /.gency.  An  oi^anization 
or  pension  costs  for  a  current  or  prior 
cost  accounting  period  that  has  been  paid 
to  a  funding  agency  or,  under  a  pay-as- 
you-go  plan,  to  plan  participants  or  bene¬ 
ficiaries”  should  read  “Funded  Pensi(m 
Cost.  The  portion  ot  pension  costs  for  a 
current  or  prior  cost  accounting  period 
that  has  been  paid  to  a  funding  agency 
or,  imder  a  pay-as-you-go  plan,  to  plan 
participants  or  beneficiaTles.” 

3.  In  fi  400.1(a),  insert  “of”  b^re 
“recognizing  pension  costs”  in  the  def¬ 
inition  of  pay-as-you-go  cost  method. 

4.  Delete  the  line  “that  amount  has 
been  incurred  for  each”  which  is  printed 
Just  b^ore  the  fifth  ps^agraidi  of  the 
section  of  the  prefatory  comments  cap¬ 
tioned  (1)  Relationship  to  the  Employee 
Retirement  Licome  Security  Act  of  1974 
and  to  OMierally  Accepted  Acoountii% 
Prlnciifies. 

5.  In  the  caption  (4)  Actuarial  Cost 
Methods,  the  superscript  “3”  should  be 
“2.” 

6.  In  the  caption  (7)  Pay-As-You-Go 
Pension  Methods,  the  reference  i  412.50 
<b)  (4)  should  be  in  parentheses. 

7.  In  (12)  Insured  Plans,  the  word 
“bmeflts”  In  the  second  line  of  the  sec¬ 
ond  paragraph  dioukl  be  “benefli.” 

8.  In  9  412.50(a)(1).  the  word  “that* 
should  be  twanged  to  “this.” 


Title  5— Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

PART  591— ALLOWANCES  AND 
DIFFERENTIALS 

Updated  Listing  of  Places  and  Rates 

Sections  591.202,  203  and  204  are 
amended  to  update  the  places  and  rates 
at  ediich  allowances  and  differentials  are 
paid,  in  accordance  with  the  annual  re¬ 
view  of  allowances  and  differentials. 

Effective  June  8,  1975,  99  591.202  and 
204  are  amended  to  show  that  Swan 
Island  is  no  longer  included  in  the  list¬ 
ings  under  the  headings  Areas  covered 
and  Places  and  rates  at  which  differen¬ 
tials  shall  be  paid  and  99  591.203  and  204 
are  furttier  amended  as  set  out  below: 

§  591.202  [Amended] 

Swan  Island  is  deleted  from  the  list¬ 
ing  of  areas  covered. 

§  591.203  Places  and  rakes  at  adiadi  al- 
knranoes  shall  be  pakL 
•  •  •  •  * 

AiA«ka.  (for  posts  of  duty  In  the  City  of 
Anchorage  and  within  a  60-mlle  radius  of  the 
City) :  22.5  percent  of  rate  of  basic  pay;  for 
aU  other  poste  ot  duty  in  Alaska  (including 
all  the  Aleutian  Islands  east  of  longitude  167 
degrees  east  of  Greenwich):  25  peroent  of 
rate  of  basic  pay. 

•  *  •  •  • 

Hawaii  (exclvuUng  Ocean  or  Kure  Island) : 
12.5  iiercent  of  rate  of  basio  pay. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  59L.204  Places  and  rates  at  which  dif¬ 
ferentials  shaff  be  paid. 

•  *  •  s  « 

Guam:  20  percent  at  rate  of  basic  pay. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Swan  Islands  [deleted]. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(6  T7JS.C.  6041;  202.  K.O.  10.000,  3  CPR  1943- 
48  Oonu>..  p.  794;  E.O.  10,036,  3  CFtt  1954-M 
Comp.,  p.  268) 

United  States  dm.  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Skt, 

Sxeeutioe  Aa^Mtamt  to 
the  Commiaakmers. 

I»  Doe.78-M477  RM  10-1-75:8:41  «ml 


CHAPTER  XIV— FEDERAL  LABOR  RELA¬ 
TIONS  COUNCIL  AND  FEDERAL  SERV¬ 
ICE  IMPASSES  PANEL 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FEDERAL  LABOR 
RELATIONS  COUNCIL 

PART  2412— CRITERIA  FOR  DETEtlMIN- 
ING  COMPELLING  NEED  FOR  AGENCY 
POLICIES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-25231  appearing  at  page 
43880  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  Septem¬ 
ber  24.  1975,  on  page  43884  in  the  third 
line  of  9  2413.2(a),  the  word  “manage¬ 
ment”  should  read  “accomplishment". 


TttleT — AgrieufttiTB 

CHAPTER  IX-^GRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  ^MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  618] 

PART  90a— VALENCU  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATEO  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  msy  be  shipped  to  fresh  market 
daring  the  weekly  regulation  period 
Oct.  3-9,  1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after 
ocmsideration  of  the  total  available  sup¬ 
ply  of  Valencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of 
Valencia  mranges  currently  available  for 
market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges,  Valencia  orange  prices, 
and  the  relationship  of  season  average 
returns  to  the  parity  price  for  Valencia 
oranges. 

§  90S.818  Valencia  Orange  RegMatten 
SIS. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agre»n«it,  as  amended,  and 
Order  Na  908,  as  aaiended  (7  CFB  Part 
908),  regiAatlng  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arlsona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provlsioas  of  the  Agrlcul- 
tncal  Marketing  AgreeaMnt  Act  ot  1937, 
as  amended  (7  UGjC.  001-<74).  and 
town  the  basiB  of  the  reeoniinendatlonB 
and  Information  submitted  by  the  Va- 
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lencla  Orange  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information.  It  is 
hereby  foimd  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  Valencia  oranges,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  respective  quantities  of  Valencia  or¬ 
anges  that  may  be  marketed  from  Dis¬ 
trict  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  during 
the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  produc¬ 
tion  and  marketing  situation  confronting 
the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
result^  from  consideration  of  the  factors 
enumerated  in  the  order.  The  committee 
further  reports  that  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Valencia  oranges  continues 
to  weaken. 

Prices  f.o.b.  averaged  $3.93  per  carton 
on  a  reported  sales  voliune  of  694,000 
cartons  last  week,  compared  with  an 
average  f.o.b.  price  of  $4.00  per  carton 
and  sales  of  796,000  cartons  a  week 
earlier. 

Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  439  cars 
were  up  SO  cars  from  last  week. 

(il)  Having  considered  the  recommen-. 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  S^retary  finds  that  the  respec¬ 
tive  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  imtil  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  Information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuf¬ 
ficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for 
Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regu¬ 
lation;  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  submit  Information 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  Information 
for  regulation  during  the  period  specified 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was 
held;  the  provisions  of  this  section,  in- 
cludW  its  effective  time,  are  Identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendaticm  of 
the  ccHiunlttee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 


dlers  of  such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  nec¬ 
essary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this  . 
section  effective  dining  the  period  here¬ 
in  specified;  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special  prep¬ 
aration  on  the  part  of  persons  subject 
hereto  which  cannot  be  completed  on  or 
before  the  effective  date  hereof.  Such 
committee  meeting  was  held  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30, 1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Califor¬ 
nia  which  may  be  handled  during  the 
period  October  3,  1975,  through  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1975,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  170,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  380,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3 :  Unlimited  movement.” 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

September  30, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 
Doc.75-26591  Piled  10-1-75;  11 :58  am] 


PART  924^FRESH  PRUNES  GROWN  IN 
DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN  WASHING¬ 
TON  AND  UMATILLA  COUNTY,  OREGON 

Decrease  in  Rate  of  Assessment 

This  document  lowers  the  Washing- 
ton-Oregon  Fresh  Prune  Marketing 
Committees’  rate  of  assessment  from 
$0.80  to  $0.70  per  ton  of  fresh  prunes. 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Septem¬ 
ber  18, 1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (40  FR  43036)  that  consideration  was 
being  given  to  a  proposal  regarding  de¬ 
creasing  the  rate  of  assessment  for  the 
fiscal  period  ending  March  31, 1976,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  marketing  agreement  and 
Order  No.  924,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
924;  39  FR  33305;  34644)  regulating  the 
handling  of  fresh  prunes  grown  in 
designated  counties  in  Washington  and 
in  Umatilla  County,  Oregon  effective  un¬ 
der  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
.Vgricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amraided  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 
This  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
until  September  25, 1975,  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  .said  proposal.  None  were 
received. 

This  decrease  in  the  rate  of  assessment 
reflects  the  Departments’  evaluation  of 
the  Washington-Oregon  Fresh  Prune 
Marketing  Committees’  need  for  revenue. 
At  its  June  3,  1975,  meeting,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  recommended  an  assessment  rate 
of  $0.80  per  ton  based  on  its  evaluation^of 
the  crop  size  and  prospective  fresh  mar¬ 
ket  shipments.  When  the  harvest  began, 
in  August,  crop  was  considerably  larger 
than  had  been  anticipated.  Consequently, 


the  assessment  rate  needed  to  be  lowered 
to  $0.70  to  adjust  the  level  of  revenue  to 
be  in  line  with  projected  expenses. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  in  that  (1)  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  concerning  this  decrease  in  the 
rate  of  assessment  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  18,  1975 
(40  FR  43036)  and  no  objection  to  it  was 
received:  (2)  The  provisions  in  this 
amendment  are  the  same  as  contained 
in  said  notice:  and  (3)  compliance  with 
the  amendment  will  not  require  any  spe¬ 
cial  preparation  on  the  part  of  the  per¬ 
sons  subject  thereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  time  this  becomes 
effective. 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered  that  paragraph 
(b)  Rate  of  assessment  of  §  924.215  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  924.215  Expenses,  rate  of  assessment, 
and  carryover  of  unexpended  assess¬ 
ment  funds. 

***** 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
ass3ssment  for  said  period,  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with  §  924.41, 
is  fixed  at  $0.70  per  ton  of  fresh  primes. 
***** 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated:  September  29, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75t26404  FUed  10-l-76;8:45  ami 


PART  930— CHERRIES  GROWN  IN  MICH¬ 
IGAN,  NEW  YORK,  WISCONSIN,  PENN¬ 
SYLVANIA,  OHIO,  VIRGINIA,  WEST  VIR¬ 
GINIA,  AND  MARYLAND 

Free  and  Restricted  Percentages  of  Cher¬ 
ries  for  1975-76  Fiscal  Period,  Amend¬ 
ment 

This  amendment  revises,  pursuant  to 
§  930.53,  the  free  and  restiicted  percent¬ 
ages  applicable  to  all  cherries  acquired 
during  the  fiscsJ  period  May  1,  1975, 
through  April  30, 1976.  A  regulation  was 
issued  on  July  2,  1975,  establishing  free 
percentage  and  restricted  percentage  at 
85  percent  and  15  percent,  respectively. 
This  amendment  revises  such  percent¬ 
ages  to  100  percent  and  zero  percent,  re¬ 
spectively.  Thus,  all  the  cherries  which 
presently  constitute  the  reserve  pool  will 
be  made  available  for  marketing  in 
normal  channels  after  November  1, 1975. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  Marketing 
Order  No.  930  (7  CFR  Part  930)  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  cherries  grown  in 
Michigan,  New  York,  Wisconsin,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Ohio,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Maryland,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S,C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Cherry  Administrative  Board,  established 
under  the  aforesaid  order,  and  upon 
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other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  release  of  the  197&-76 
reserve  pool,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  dedared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  The  recommendation  by  the 
Cherry  Administrative  Board  for  the  re¬ 
lease  of  the  cherries  in  the  reserve  pool  is 
consistent  with  the  supply  of  cherries 
available  to  commercitd  channels. 

On  July  2,  1975,  a  regulation  was  Is¬ 
sued  establishing  the  free  and  restricted 
percentages  applicable  to  all  cherries  ac¬ 
quired  during  the  fiscal  period  May  1, 
1975,  and  April  30,  1976,  at  85  percent 
and  15  percent,  respectively.  The  regula¬ 
tion  was  predicated  on  a  need  of  235.8 
million  pounds  of  free  percentage  cher¬ 
ries  from  the  current  crop.  The  actual 
quantity  of  cherries  which  were  available 
for  handling  was  192.4  million  pounds. 
Hence,  the  quantity  of  cherries  so  avail¬ 
able  is  43.4  million  pounds  less  than  that 
amount  determined  earlier  as  the  quan¬ 
tity  which  should  be  available  for  hui- 
dllng.  Application  of  the  restricted  per¬ 
centage  to  the  volume  of  cherries  ac¬ 
quired  by  handlers  resulted  in  a  reserve 
pool  quantity  <rf  approximately  25  mil¬ 
lion  pounds.  Therefore,  release  of  100 
percent  of  the  qucmtily  will  raise  the 
quantity  available  for  handling  to  217.4 
million  poimds. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impractical  and  contreuy  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminaTy  notice  and 
engage  in  public  rulonaking  procedure, 
and  pos^ne  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  thereof  in  the  Feoeial  Rbc^er  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  in  that  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
vdiich  this  amendment  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
rifectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient;  the  padcout  r^)ort  of  the 
1975  crop  was  not  available  to  the  Cherry 
Administrative  Board  until  September  4, 
1975,  the  day  it  met  to  consider,  pursuant 


Order.  Ihe  proviskms  of  S  930.502  (40 
FR  28602)  Free  and  restricted  percent¬ 
ages  for  the  197&-Ti  fiscal  period 
are  amended  to  read  at  follows: 

§  930.502  FVee  and  restricted  percent¬ 
ages  for  the  1975—76  fiscal  period. 

(a)  The  free  percentage  and  restricted 
percentage  applicable  to  all  cherries  ac¬ 
quired  dining  the  fiscal  period  May  1. 
1975,  through  April  30. 1976,  shall  be  100 
percent  and  zero  percent,  respectively. 

(1)  One  hundred  percent  of  the 
volume  of  cherries  which  presently  con¬ 
stitute  the  reserve  pool  of  the  1975  crop 
shall  be  offered  to  eligible  handlers  by 
the  Cherry  Administrative  Board  during 
the  period  starting  12:01  pan.  November 
1. 1975,  and  ending  12  iK>on  November  11, 
1975,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §§  930.59(b)  and  930.591. 

(2)  In  the  event  all  of  the  cherries 
offered  for  sale  during  the  period  No¬ 
vember  1-11,  1975,  are  not  purchased, 
the  unsold  cherries  shall  next  be  offmied 
for  sale  to  eligible  handlers  by  the  Cherry 
Administrative  Board  during  a  10-day 
period  on  and  after  March  1,  1976,  and 
prior  to  Jime  10,  1976,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of*  S!  930.59(b)  and 
930.591.  The  starting  and  ending  of  such 
10-day  period  shall  be  announced  later. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  (7  UJ3.C. 
601-874) ) 

(It  Is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  Inflationary  Impact  at  regulations  of 
cherries  throughout  the  1976-78  fiscal  pe¬ 
riod  In  the  form  of  free  and  restricted  per¬ 
centages  has  been  carefully  srraluated  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107.) 

Dated,  September  26,  1975,  to  become 
effective  October  10, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Braser, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-263!*8  PUed  10-l-76;8:46  am] 

TMlof — Animate  and  Airimal  nfoduds 


leting  the  word  “explanted**  from  each. 
They  add  a  definition  for  the  word  *Tj0g” 
to  claiify  the  meaning  the  regniations 
in  which  the  term  is  used. 

These  amendments  restrict  sulmais- 
fikm  of  samples  to  support  Outline  of 
Productimi  changes  imtil  requested  by 
Veterinary  Services.  They  reword  i  113.5 
(a)  to  specify  that  required  tests  are 
those  in  the  filed  Outline  of  Production 
or  Standard  Requirements. 

These  amendments  make  an  editorial 
change  in  §  113.6(a)  to  clarify  the  mean¬ 
ing  and  also  to  conf  oim  with  teimincdogy 
used  in  the  definition  of  Standard  Re¬ 
quirements  in  S  101.5(a).  They  reword 
S  113.6(b)  to  emphasize  the  necessity  of 
considering  all  test  results  and  to  em¬ 
phasize  the  importance  of  unsatisfactory 
test  results. 

Comments  were  received  from  three 
people,  and  suggested  changes  for  scien¬ 
tific  accuracy  and  clarification  were 
accepted. 

After  due  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters,  including  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice  of  rule¬ 
making,  and  the  comments  ami  views 
sutoiltted  by  interested  persons,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  tai 
the  Virus-Senim-Toxin  Act  of  Marrii  4. 
1913  (31  n.8.c.  151-158),  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  Parts  101  and  113  of  Sub^iapter 
E,  Chapter  1,  Title  9  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  B^ulations,  as  contained  in  the 
aforesaid  notice  are  bo’eby  adopted  and 
are  set  forth  herein,  sidiject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  noted  modifications: 

The  word  "of”  was  dieted  from  the 
definition  of  "Log”  in  i  unscb)  for  sei- 
mitifie  aeenraev. 

The  word  "mly”  has  been  inserted  In 
the  first  sentence  of  118.S(b)  (9)  for 
emphasis  and  idarity  of  intent. 

Section  113.6(b)  has  been  reworded  for 
clarification  and  to  ranove  any  conflict 
which  may  occur  between  this  paragnqih 
and  regulations  containing  provisioaB  for 
retests  or  reprocessing. 

1.  Section  101.5  is  amended  by  adding 


to  S  930.53.  revision  of  percentages;  in-  CHAPTER  i— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 

formation  concerning  the  total  pack  of  iNSPECTION  SERVICE,  C^ARTMENT 

the  1975  crop  was  promptly  forwarded  to  Of  AGRICULTURE 

the  Department;  supplemental  data  upon  subchaptcr  e— viauaes.  serums,  toxins, 

which  this  amendment  is  predicated  was  hmoucts:  organisms 

received  by  the  Department  on  Septem-  vectors 

ber  17,  1975;  before  the  cherries  in  the  PART  101 — OEFINmONS 


a  new  paragraph  (b)  to  read: 

§  101.5  Testiag  tennmology. 

•  •  -  •  *  * 

(b)  Log.  Logarithm  computed  to  the 
base  10. 

•  •  •  •  • 


reserve  poo8  can  be  offered  to  handlms, 
the  Board  must  provide  certain  infor¬ 
mation  to  handlen  with  respect  to  re¬ 
serve  pool  cherries  such  as  the  time  and 
date  of  the  release  period,  quantity  of 
said  handler’s  share  of  the  reserve  pool 
which  he  may  purchase,  and  specific 
prices  for  such  cherries;  each  handto* 
must  be  provided  snfkient  time  to  eval¬ 
uate  such  Informatton  and  decide  what 
quantity,  if  any,  he  win  purchase;  the 
period  for  such  purchase  is  set  forlh 
in  the  order  and  is  so  designated  in 
S  930.119  as  November  1-11,  at  the  fiscal 
period;  the  Board  and  membm  of  13ie 
industry  report  there  is  a  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  cherries  in  nonnal  mariceting  out¬ 
lets,  and  this  amendment  makes  avail¬ 
able  approxlmatdy  29  million  poimds  of 
cherries;  and  such  amendment  relieves 


PART  113— STANDARD  REQUIREMENTS 
Mtecellaneous  Amendments 

•  Puipose:  To  retax  rertaia  rastrictians 
oa  the  production  af  biological  |irad- 
ucts.  • 

On  August  4, 1975,  there  was  piddished 
in  the  Federal  Registss  rm  Docket 
75-S275S)  a  notice  of  propoaed  aanaid- 
ments  to  the  legatatianE  relating  to 
viruses,  serums,  toxins,  and  analogous 
products  in  Farts  101  and  113  of  ’noe  9, 
Code  of  Federal  Rectilations.  issued  por- 
suant  to  the  provisians  of  the  Vlrus- 
SerBm-Tmdn  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (21 
UJBX;.  151-199). 

Theae  amendments  reword  the  deflid- 
tions  of  "Batch  of  priaaary  eeOs**  and 


2.  Section  101.6  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraidis  (a)  and  <h)  to  read; 

§  101.6  cultures. 


(a)  Batches  of  primary  esBs.  A  mol  of 
original  crils  derived  from  imrosal  tissue 
up  to  and  including  the  Mth  subcultnre. 

(b)  CM  line.  A  pool  of  cells  which  are 
11  or  more  subcultures  from  the  tissue  of 
origin. 

•  *  •  *  • 

3.  Section  113.3  is  amended  by  revtetng 
paragraph  (b)  (8)  toread: 

%  119.3  S«M|iliitg  ef  biolegical  pred- 


restiletians  on  the  handling  of  cherries.  "Cell  line”  for  scientific  accuracy  by  de-  (b)  *  *  * 
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(8)  Prelicensing  and  outline  of  produc¬ 
tion  changes.  Samples  needed  to  support 
a  license  application  or  a  change  in  the 
Outline  of  Production  for  a  licensed  prod¬ 
uct  shall  be  submitted  only  upon  request 
from  Veterinary  Services.  Such  samples 
shall  be  double  the  number  prescribed  to 
this  section  for  such  product. 

•  •  •  •  * 

4.  Section  11^.5  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (a)  to  read: 

§  113.5  General  testing. 

(a)  No  biological  product  shall  be  re¬ 
leased  prior  to  the  completion  of  tests 
prescribed  to  a  filed  Outline  of  Produc¬ 
tion  or  Standard  Requirements  for  the 
product  to  establish  the  product  to  be 
pure,  safe,  potent,  and  efficacious. 

*  «  •  •  * 

5.  Section  113.6  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  to  read: 

§  113.6  Veterinary  Services  testing. 
***** 

(a)  The  Deputy  Administrator  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  cause  a  biological  product, 
xnanxif  actured  to  the  United  States,  to  be 
examined  and  tested  for  purity,  safety, 
potency,  or  efficacy;  to  which  case,  the 
licensee  or  permittee  shall  withhold  such 
product  from  the  market  until  a  deter¬ 
mination  has  been  made. 

(b)  The  results  of  each  valid  test  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  licensee  and  Veterinary 
Services  shall  be  considered  to  evaluat¬ 
ing  a  product.  Unless  otherwise  provided 
lor  to  the  regulations,  a  serial  or  sub- 
serial  which  has  been  found  unsatisfac¬ 
tory  by  any  required  test  prescribed  to  a 
filed  Outline  Production  or  Standard 
Requirement  for  the  product  is  not  to 
compliance  with  the  regulations  and 
shall  not  be  released  for  market. 

(37  Btat.  832-333;  U.S.C.  151-158). 

Effective  date.  These  amendments 
take  effect  November  3,  1975. 

Done  at  Washington,  DC,  this  26th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Yeterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-36329  Filed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— raiERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  75-80-105,  Arndt.  39-2364] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 


sion  of  the  fuel  system  data  on  PA-34- 
200  and  PA-34-200T  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  matong  this  amendment 
effective  to  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Piper  Aircraft  Corporation.  Applies  to  Model 
PA-84-200  airplanes,  serial  numibers  34- 
7250001  through  34-7450220  and  Model  PA- 
34-200T  airplanes,  serial  numbers  34-7570001 
through  34-757308,  certificated  in  all  cate¬ 
gories. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  50 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  provide  revised  usable  fuel  data,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

Replace  the  existing  fuel  quantdty'placards 
and  revise  the  fuel  system  data  in  Airplane 
Flight  Manual  In  accordance  with  Piper 
Service  Bulletin  Number  438  or  in  an  equiva¬ 
lent  manner  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Manufactmlng  Branch,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  PO.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Georgia  30320. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  10,  1975. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a) ,  1421,  1423) ;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  (49 
U.S.C.  1666(c))) 

Issued  to  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1975. 

Gordon  W.  Becker, 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-26302  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-PC-l] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Control  Zone  and  Transition  Area 
Alteration 

On  Jime  20, 1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRM)  was  published  to 
the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  26044) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  (FAA)  was  considering  an 
mnendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Avtailon  Regulations  that  would  alter 
the  time  of  use  for  the  Kwajaleto  Island, 
Marshall  Islands,  control  zone  and 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  No  objections  were  re- 


Kwajalein  Island,  Marshall  Islands  is 
amended  by  adding  “This  control  zone  is 
effective  during  specific  dates  and  times 
established  to  advance  by  a  Notice  to 
Airmen.  The  date  and  time  will  there¬ 
after  be  continuously  published  to  the 
Pacific  Chart  Supplement,”  after  the 
description  of  the  Kwajaleto  Control 
Zone. 

Section  71.181  (40  F.R.  441)  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Kwajalein  Island,  Marshall  Islands  is 
amended  by  adding  “This  transition  area 
is  effective  during  the  specific  dates  and 
times  established  in  advance  by  a  Notice 
to  Airmen.  The  date  and  time  will  there¬ 
after  be  continuously  published  in  the 
Pacific  Chart  Supplement.”  after  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  Kwajaleto  Transition 
Area. 

(Secs.  307(a)  1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  1510),  Executive 
Order  10854  (24  FR  9565) ;  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1975. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doc.75-26303  Piled  10-l-75;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-83] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  August  18,  1975,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  to  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  34606),  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  was  considering  £Ui  amendment 
to  Pffjrt  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  woifid  designate  the  Ruther¬ 
ford,  N.C.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportimity  to  participate  to  the  rule- 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were  favor¬ 
able. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Decwnber 
4,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Rutherford,  N.C. 

•  That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Rutherford  County  Airport  (latitude 
SS-ZS'Se"  N,  longitude  81"66'06"  W);  within 
3  miles  each  tide  of  the  192*  Isearlng  from 
Rurtherford  RBN  (latitude  35<’20'56"  N. 
longitude  81*67'11*'  W),  extending  from  the 
9-mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  southwest  of 
the  RBN. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ):  sec.  6(c) ,  Department  of 
Transportation  Act^  (49  UB.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  to  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  24, 1975. 

'  Phillip  M.  Swatek, 

Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-26304  Piled  10-l-75;8:45  a.m.j 


Piper  Model  PA-34  Series  Airplanes 
There  have  been  reports  that  the 
usable  fuel  is  less  than  originally  indi¬ 
cated  on  PA-34-200  and  PA-34-200T 
airplanes  which  could  result  to  fuel  mis¬ 
management.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  to  other  airplanes  of  the 
same  design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  issued  to  require  the  replacement 
of  fuel  quantity  placards  and  the  revl- 


ceived  to  the  prcqxisal. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Gjn.t..  Decem¬ 
ber  4, 1975,  SIS  hereinafter  set  forth.  ' 
Section  71.171  (40  FR  354)  is  amended 
SIS  follows: 
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[Docket  No.  16021,  Arndt.  988] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator 
to  promote  safety  at  the  airports  con¬ 
cerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  PAA  Forms  8260-3, 
8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part  of  the 
public  rulemaking  dockets  of  the  FAA 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-696  (35  FR 
5609). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Copies  of 
SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region  sure 
also  avsdlable  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  hiformation  Center, 
AIS-230,  SCO  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591  or  from 
the  applicable  FAA  regional  oflBce  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  fee  schedule  pre¬ 
scribed  in  49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  pay¬ 
able  in  advance  and  may.  be  paid  by 
check,  draft,  or  postal  money  order  pay¬ 
able  to  the  Tiesisurer  of  the  United 
States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of  all  SIAP 
changes  and  additions  may  be  obtained 
by  subscription  at  an  annual  rate  of 
$150.00  per  aimum  from  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Clovemment 
Printing  OfiBcf),  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
Additional  copies  mailed  to  ^e  same  ad¬ 
dress  may  be  ordered  for  $30.00  esuih. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the  dates 
specified: 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VORr-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
November  20,  1975: 

Fullerton,  CA — ^Fullerton  MunlclpcU  Arpt., 
VOR-A,  Arndt.  1. 

Madras,  OR — Clty-<3oimty  Arpt.,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  34R,  Arndt.  1. 

Riverton,'  WT — ^Riverton  Municipal  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  10,  Arndt.  7. 

Riverton,  W% — ^Riverton  Municipal  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  28,  Arndt.  7. 

Upland,  CA — Cable  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  6,  Arndt. 
3. 

•  •  *  effective  November  13,  1975; 

(Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  T^mas,  V.I. — ^Harry  8. 

Triunan  Arpt.,  VOR-A,  Arndt.  11. 
Chesterfield,  VA — Chesterfield  County  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  15,  Arndt.  1. 

Fremont,  OH — ^Progress  Field,  VOR  Rwy  0. 
Arndt.  3.  “ 


Joliet,  IL — Joliet  Municipal  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
12,  Arndt.  5. 

Lancaster,  SC — ^Lancaster  Co\mty  Arpt.,  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Arndt.  3. 

Manassas,  VA — Manassas  Muni.  Harry  P. 

Davis  Field,  VORTAC-B,  Orlg. 

Manassas,  VA — ^Manassas  Muni.  Harry  P. 

Davis  Field,  VOR-DME  A,  Orlg.,  Canceled. 
Marlon,  Hj — Williamson  County  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  20,  Arndt.  7. 

Ocean  City,  MD — Ocean  City  Arpt.,  VOR-A, 
Arndt.  3. 

Washington,  D.C. — ^Dulles  Int’l  Arpt.,  VOR 
TAC  Rwy  12,  Arndt.  1. 

West  Palm  Beach,  PL — Palm  Beach  County 
Park,  VOR  Rwy  16,  Arndt.  1.  ■ 

*  *  •  effective  October  9, 1975: 
Bridgeport,  CT — Igor  I.  Sikorsky  Memorial 

Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  6,  Arndt.  14. 

Bridgeport,  CT — ^Igor  I.  Sikorsky  Memorial 
Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  24,  Arndt.  7. 

Everett,  WA — Snohomish  Coimty  (Paine 
Field) ,  VOR  Rwy  16,  Arndt.  2. 

Everett,  WA — Snohomish  County  (Paine 
Field) ,  VOR  Rwy  34,  Arndt.  1. 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amend^  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective 
September  24,  1975: 

Chicago,  Hi — Chicago  O’Hare  Int’l  Arpt., 
LOC  Rwy  4R,  Arndt.  3. 

.*  •  *  effectiveSeptember  23, 1975: 

Columbia,  SC — Columbia  MetropoUtan  Arpt., 
LOC(BC)  Rwy  29,  Arndt.  4,  Canceled. 

*  *  *  effective  September  18,  1975 
Greer,  S.C. — Green vllle-Spartanburg  Arpt., 

LOC(BC)  Rwy  21.  Arndt.  6,  Canceled. 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  cancelling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  No¬ 
vember  20, 1975. 

Alva,  OK — ^Alva  Municipal  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy 
36,  Arndt.  2. 

*  •  ♦  effective  November  13,  1975: 

Manassas,  VA — ^Manassas  Muni.  Harry  P. 

Davis  F7eld,  NDB-A,  Arndt.  3. 

Paris,  TN — Henry  County  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  1, 
Arndt.  3. 

Paris,  TN — ^Henry  County  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  19, 
Arndt.  3. 

Washington,  DC — ^Dulles  Inti  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  IR,  Arndt.  11. 

*  *  *  effective  October  23,  1975: 

Quincy,  IL — Qxtlncy  Municipal  Baldwin  Field, 
NDB  Rwy  3,  Arndt.  10. 

*  *  *  effective  October  15,  1975: 

Saipan  Island,  Mariana  Is. — Kobler  Arpt., 
NDB-A,  Arndt.  1.  Canceled. 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  cancelling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  IIjS  SIAPs,  effective  November  13, 
1975: 

Washington,  D.C. — DuUes  Inti  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy 
19L,  Arndt.  5. 

Washington.  D.C. — ^Dulles  Inti  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  19R.  Arndt.  14. 

*  •  *  effective  October  23,  1975: 

Quincy,  Hi — Quincy  Municipal  Baldwin  Field, 
ILS  Rwy  3,  Arndt.  10. 

*  *  *  effective  October  9, 1975: 

Bridgeport,  CT — ^Igor  L  Sikorsky  Memorial 
Arpt.  ILS  Rwy  6  Orlg. 

Everett,  WA— -Snohomi^  County  (Paine 
Field) ,  HiS  Rwy  18,  Arndt.  16. 


*  •  *  effectiveSeptember 22, 1975: 

Dayton,  OH — James  M.  Cox-Dayton  Munlci- 
pcd,  HiS  Rwy  8L,  Arndt.  2,  Canceled. 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  cancelling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RADAR  SIAPs,  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  13,  1975: 

Washington,  D.C. — ^Dulles  Inti  Arpt.,  Radar- 
1,  Arndt.  8. 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  cancelling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  13.  1975: 

Joliet,  Hi — Joliet  Municipal  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy 
12,  Arndt.  6. 

Mftnmcum,  VA — Manassas  Municipal  Harry  P. 

Davis  Field,  RNAV  Rwy  16.  Arndt.  3. 
Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  Inti  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  IR,  Arndt.  2. 

Washington,  D.C. — DuUes  Inti  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  12,  Arndt.  4. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  Inti  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  19R,  Arndt.  3. 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  (49  UB.C.  1438, 1354, 1421, 1610) : 
sec.  6(c) ,  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
(49  U.S.C.  1666(c))) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  25, 1975. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief,  Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  §S  97.10  and  97.20  (35  FR  5610) 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  12, 1969. 

[FR  Doc.75-26305  FUed  10-l-75;8;46  am] 

Title  15— Commerce  and  Foreign  Trade 

CHAPTER  III— DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
SUBCHAPTER  S— EXPORT  REGULATIONS 

PART  369— RESTRICTIVE  TRADE 
PRACTICES  OR  BOYCOTTS 

Requirement  To  Report  Restrictive  Trade 
Practices  or  Boycott  Requests;  Revision 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to 
oppose  restrictive  trade  practices  or  boy¬ 
cotts  fostered  or  imposed  by  foreign 
countries  against  other  countries  f  rioidly 
to  the  United  States.  In  accordance  with 
this  policy,  all  exporters  are  required  to 
report  such  requests  to  the  Office  of  Ex¬ 
port  Administration,  and  are  encouraged 
to  refuse  to  take  any  action  that  has  the 
effect  of  furthering  or  supporting  such 
restrictive  trade  practices  or  boycotts. 
In  submitting  these  reports,  exporters 
have  not  been  required  to  indicate 
whether  or  not  they  would  comply  with 
the  requests. 

In  order  to  provide  more  complete  in¬ 
formation  with  which  to  analyze  the 
effects  of  boycott  activity  on  U.S.  trade, 
the  Export  Administration  Regulations 
are  being  revised  to  require  that  in  all 
reports  submitted  on  or  after  October  1, 
1975,  exporters  Include  a  statement  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  exporter  Intends 
to  comply  with  the  requests.  Form  DIB- 
621P  is  being  revised  to  reflect  this  new 
reporting  requirement  by  making  the  re¬ 
sponse  to  Item  10  mandatory.  EarUer 
versions  of  Form  DIB-621P  may  still  be 
used:  Provided.  The  exporter  completes 
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Item  10.  Letters  submitted  to  report  mul¬ 
tiple  requests  must  now  indicate  whether 
or  not  the  requests  will  be  comcdied  with. 

§  369.2  [Amcmledl 

Accordingly,  §  369.2  of  the  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration  Rc^rxilations  (15  CFR  369.2) 
is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  adding  to  the  end  of  §  369.2(b) 
(1)  the  following: 

•  *  *  All  items  on  the  form  must  be  com¬ 
pleted,  including  Item  10.  If  the  exporter 
uses  a  version  of  the  repenting  form  that 
indicates  completion  of  Item  10  is  op¬ 
tional,  Item  10  must  nevertheless  be 
completed.  If  the  exporter  has  not  de¬ 
cided  what  his  action  will  be,  he  must  in¬ 
form  the  Office  of  Export  Administration 
within  five  business  days  of  making  a 
decision. 

2.  by  revising  §  369.2(b)  (2)  (viii)  to 
read  as  follows:  (viii)  The  number  of  re¬ 
quests  the  exporter  has  complied  with  or 
intends  to  cmnply  with.  If  the  exporter 
is  imdecided,  he  is  required  to  submit  a 
further  report  within  five  (5)  business 
days  of  making  a  decision  on  each  such 
request. 

Effective  date  of  action:  October  1, 
1975.  ^ 

Bauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of 
Export  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-26300  FUtd  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

(RelesM  34-11673;  PU«  Ifo.  S7-585^I 
PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND  REG¬ 
ULATIONS.  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE 
ACT  OF  1934 

PART  249— FORMS.  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Securities  Information  Processors 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Conunissian  (the 
^'Commission*'),  in  accordsmee  with  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act.  5  UJS.C. 
553(b)(3)(B).  and  pursuant  to  its  au¬ 
thority  under  sections  2,  3,  llA  and  23 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  oi  1934 
(the  “Act’*),  15  UB.C.  78b,  78c.  78k-l 
and  78w,  today  adopted  Rule  llAb2-l 
under  the  Act  and  related  Form  SIP.^ 
The  CTmnmlssiati  is  doing  so  without  gen¬ 
eral  notice  of  rulemaking  and  without 
opportunll7  for  public  procedure  upon  its 
finding  that  the  need  to  imidonent  a 
reglstratkxi  procedure  fox  considering 
whether  to  declare  registration  luipUca- 
tions  effective  would  make  such  notice 
and  public  procedure  imiMracticable,  un¬ 
necessary  and  cemtrary  to  the  public 
interest. 

Rule  llAb2-l  provides  that  each  ex¬ 
clusive  securities  information  processor 
required  to  be  registered  pursuant  to  sec- 
tkm  llA(b)(l)  of  the  Act  shall  file  an 
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application  for  registration  wi  Feum 
SIP. 

Background.  New  section  llA(b)  (1)  of 
the  Act.  15  UB.C.  78k-l(b)  (1).  as  added 
by  the  Securities  Acts  Amendments  of  - 
1975^  (the  “1975  Amendments”),  makes 
it  unlawful  for  securities  informa¬ 
tion  processor,  directiy  or  indirectly,  to 
make  irse  of  the  mails  or  any  means  or 
instrumentality  of  interstate  commerce 
to  perform  the  fimctions  of  a  securities 
information  processm:  vmless  registered 
with  the  Commission  or  except  as  other¬ 
wise  provided  in  that  Section.  That  Sec¬ 
tion  also  provides  that  securities  infor¬ 
mation  processors  not  acting  as  exclusive 
processors  any  information  with  re¬ 
spect  to  quotations  for  or  transactions  in 
securities  are  exempt  from  the  require¬ 
ment  to  register  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  llA(b)  (1)  unless  the  Ccunmission, 
1^  rule  cn:  order,  fijods  that  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  such  non-exclusive  securities  in¬ 
formation  processors  is  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  piffilic  interest,  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  or  for  the 
achievement  of  the  purposes  of  Section 
llA  of  the  Act.  Until  such  time  as  the 
Commission  pnunulgates  such  rule  or 
orders,  only  those  securities  information 
processors  which  act  as  the  exclusive 
processors  of  any  information  with  re¬ 
spect  to  quotations  for,  or  transactions 
in,  securities  are  required  to  register.  Sec¬ 
tion  31(a)  of  the  1975  Amendments  pro¬ 
vides  that  section  llA(b)  of  the  Act  shall 
become  effective  on  December.  1,  1975.* 
Section  llA(b)  (2)  provides  that  a  sec¬ 
urities  Information  processor  may  be  reg¬ 
istered  by  filing  with  the  Ckmunission  an 
application  for  reglstraticm  in  such  form 
as  the  Commission,  by  rule,  may  pre¬ 
scribe.  The  adoption  today  of  Rule  11- 
Ab2-1  and  related  Form  SIP  establishes 
the  procedure  by  which  seciulties  infor¬ 
mation  processors  may  apply  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  registration. 

Section  3(a)  (22)  of  the  Act  defines  the 
terms  “securities  information  processor” 
and  “exclusive  processor”  as  used  in  sec¬ 
tion  llA(b)  of  the  Act  as  follows: 

The  term  "securities  information  proces¬ 
sor**  means  any  person  engaged  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  (i)  collecting,  processing,  or  prepar¬ 
ing  for  distribution  or  pubUcation,  or  assist¬ 
ing,  participating  in,  or  coordinating  the  dis¬ 
tribution  mr  pnblicatk>a  of.  information  with 
respect  to  transactions  in  or  quotations  for 
any  security  (other  than  an  exempted  secu¬ 
rity)  or  (il)  distributing  or  publishing 
(whether  by  means  of  a  ticker  tape,  a  cc»n- 
munications  network,  a  terminal  dh^lay  de¬ 
vice,  or  otherwise)  on  a  current  and  continu¬ 
ing  basis,  information  with  respect  to  such 
transactions  or  quotations  *  *  *. 

The  term  "exclusive  processor*’  means  any 
securities  information  processor  or  seif-reg- 
matory  organization  which,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  engages  on  an  exclusive  basis  on  be¬ 
half  at  any  national  securities  exchange  or 
registered  securities  association  or  any  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  or  registered  secu¬ 
rities  association  which  engages  on  an  ex¬ 
clusive  basis  on  its  own  b^uUf  in  collecting, 
processing,  or  prq;>aring  for  distribution  or 
publication  any  infeurmation  with  respect  to 
(i)  transactions  or  quotations  on  or  effected 
or  made  by  means  of  any  facBtty  of  sneli  ex¬ 


change  or  (11)  quotations  distributed  or  pub¬ 
lished  by  means  of  any  electronic  system 
operated  or  controlled  by  such  association. 

In  addition,  in  section  3(a)  (22),  self- 
regulatory  organizations,  among  others, 
are  excluded  from  the  definition  of  the 
term  “securities  information  processor.” 

A  self -regulatory  organization  there¬ 
fore  may  be  an  exclusive  processor  of 
securities  information,  but  such  self -reg¬ 
ulatory  organization  is  nevertheless  ex¬ 
cluded  from  designation  as  a  securities 
information  processor  and  is  thus  exempt 
from  registration  under  section  llA(b) 

(1)  of  the  Act. 

Furthermore,  the  legislative  history  of 
the  1975  Am^dments  clearly  indicates 
that  the  exclusion  of  self -regulatory  or¬ 
ganizations  from  the  definition  of  securi¬ 
ties  informatimi  processors  was  not  in¬ 
tended  to  encompass  subsidiaries  and  af¬ 
filiates  of  those  self -regulatory  organiza¬ 
tions.'  The  Committee  R^xirt  on  S.  249, 
from  which  sections  llA  and  3(a)  (22) 
of  tile  Act  w«re  derived,  states  that: 

[i]n  aec(Mdance  with  this  provision  [Section 
llA(b)  (1)  ],  central  {Mrocesslng  facllittes  such 
as  the  Securities  Industry  Automation  Cor¬ 
poration  (“SIAC")  would  also  be  reqtUred  to 
register  with  the  SEC.  Stock  exchanges  and 
the  NASD  would  be  exempt  from  registra¬ 
tion,  although  their  suhsidiaxies  and  affili¬ 
ates  would  not  he  exempt.* 

The  Report  also  states  that  the  Senate 
bill  recognized 

that  where  a  self-regulatory  organization  or 
organizations  utilize  an  exclusive  processor, 
that  processor  takes  on  certain  at  the  char¬ 
acteristics  of  a  puUic  uUlity  and  should  be 
regulated  accordingly.* 

At  no  point  in  the  legislative  history  is 
there  any  indication  that  subsidiaries  or 
affiliates  of  self -regulatory  organizations 
were  intended  to  be  exraipted  from  the 
functions  of  a  securities  information 
processor.* 

The  statute,  as  described  above,  thus 
requires  the  registration  of  all  persons 
who,  subsequmt  to  December  1, 1975,  are 
securities  information  processors  and  use 
the  mail  or  any  means  m*  instrumentality 
of  interstate  commerce  to  perform  the 
functions  of  a  secifi'ities  information  pro¬ 
processor  on  an  exclusive  basis  on  behalf 
of  any  national  securities  exchange  or 
registered  securities  association.*  At  the 
present  time,  the  Commission  Is  aware  of 
six  “persons”  whose  activities  appear  to 
be  within  the  section  3(a)  (22)  definition 
of  a  securities  infeurmation  processor  and 
who  appear  to  be  performing  the  func¬ 
tions  of  a  securities  infmvnation  proces¬ 
sor  on  an  exclusive  basis.*  These  six  are: 

1.  The  Consolidated  Tape  Association 
(“CTA”)  is  an  association  created  for  the 
purpose  of  coordinating  and  administer¬ 
ing  a  plan  for  the  dissemination  on  a 
current  and  continuing  basis  of  last  sale 
luices  relating  to  completed  transactions 
in  eligible  securities  traded  on  a  national 
seciulties  exchange  (“the  Plan”).  The 
Plan  was  submitted  to,  and  declared  ef¬ 
fective  by,  the  Oommission  pursuant  to 
Rule  17a-15  of  the  Act.  CTA  is  a  policy- 
making' body  which  has  the  power  and 
exercises  the  autiu^ty  conferred  upon  it 
by  the  Flan,  Including  the  authority  to 
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develop  procedures  and  make  adminis¬ 
trative  decisions  necessary  to  facilitate 
operation  of  the  consolidated  tape  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Plan 
and  to  monitor  compliance  therewith. 
CTA  is  a  securities  information  processor 
which  engages  <m  an  exclxisive  basis,  on 
behalf  of  its  participant  national  securi¬ 
ties  exchanges  and  registered  securities 
association  and  other  persons  which  are 
reporting  parties,  in  administering  the 
Plan.  The  Plan  provides  for  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  processing  and  dissemination  of  in¬ 
formation  printed  on  the  consolidated 
tape  and  states  that  SIAC  (see  below) 
shall  be  Initially  engaged  to  serve  as  the 
recipient  and  processor  of  last  sale  prices 
reported  to  it  for  inclusion  on  the  con¬ 
solidated  tape. 

2.  The  Options  Price  Reporting  Au¬ 
thority  (“OPRA”)  is  an  organization 
oonmrised  of  those  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes  which  have  a  plan  for  trading 
listed  options  declared  effective  by  the 
Cmnmlssion  pursuant  to  former  Rule  9l>- 
1  tmder  the  Act.*  QPRA  administers  a 
plan  for  the  reporting  of  options  last  sale 
price  information  (the  '^Options  Plan”) 
and  makes  an  policy  decisions  imder  the 
Options  Plan  including  the  setting  of 
standards  determining  the  qualifications 
of  subscribers  and  governing  the  method 
and  format  for  reporting  options  last 
sale  data,  prescribing  forms  and  con¬ 
tracts  to  be  entered  into  with  voidors 
and  subscribers,  and  determining  policy 
questions  relating  to  budgetary  and  fi¬ 
nancial  matters.  OPRA  is  a  securities  in¬ 
formation  processor  which  engages  on  an 
exclusive  basis  on  behalf  of  its  partici¬ 
pant  exchanges  in  administering  the 
preparation  and  dissemination  of  last 
sale  price  reports  for  eligible  securities 
over  a  consolidated  <H>tions  tape  network 
and,  (m  a  current  basis,  over  a  network 
to  vendors  and  news  services.  OPRA,  like 
CTA,  also  has  engaged  SIAC  to  receive 
and  process  options  last  sale  price  in¬ 
formation.  ' 

3.  The  Securities  Industry  Automation 
Corporation  (”SIAC”)  is  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  the  New  York  (“NYSE”) 
and  American  (“Amex”)  Stock  Ex¬ 
changes.  SIAC  is  a  securities  iifformation 
processor  which  engages  on  an  exclusive 
basis  on  bdialf  of  CTA,  OPRA  and  their 
member,  participant  and  reporting  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchanges  and  registered 
seciirities  association  in  collecting,  proc¬ 
essing  and  preparing  for  distribution  the 
Information  dissoninated  by  the  consol¬ 
idated  tape  ukl  the  consolidated  options 
tape.  SIAC  also  engages  on  an  exclusive, 
basis  on  behalf  of  the  NYSE  and  Amex 
in  collecting,  processing,  and  preparW 
for  distribution  or  publication,  by  or  for 
all  other  persons,  information  with  re¬ 
spect  to  transactions  and  quotations  on 
those  exchanges. 

4.  Bunker  Ramo  Corporation  (“Bunker 
Ramo”)  is  a  publicly-owned  corporation 
which  offers  a  number  of  securities  in¬ 
formation  services  to  the  exchtmge, 
broker-dealer,  and  private  investor  cmn- 
munities.  Bimker  Ramo  is  a  securities  in¬ 
formation  processor  engae^  on  an  ex¬ 
clusive  basis  on  behalf  of  the  National 
See  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 


Association  of  Securities  Dealers 
(“NASD”),  a  registered  securities  asso¬ 
ciation,  in  collecting,  processing,  and  pre¬ 
paring  quotations  for  distribution  or  pub¬ 
lication  on  NASDAQ.  It  is  understood 
that  in  or  about  February  1976  the  NASD 
will  acquire  NASDAQ  from  Bunker  Ramo 
and  that  the  latter  will  operate  NASDAQ 
imder  contract  with  the  NASD. 

5.  Pacific  Stock  Exchange  Service  Corp. 
(“Service  Corp.”)  is  a  wholly-owned  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  the  Pacific  Stock  Exchange, 
Inc.  (“PSE”) .  The  Service  Corp.  is  a  se¬ 
curities  information  processor  which, 
among  other  things,  engages  on  an  ex¬ 
clusive  basis  on  behsdf  of  the  PSE  in  col¬ 
lecting,  processing,  and  preparing  for 
distribution  by  or  for  all  other  persons 
Information  with  respect  to  transactions 
on  that  exchange. 

6.  Quotron  Systems.  Inc.  (“Quotron”) 
is  a  publicly-owned  company  which, 
among  other  things,  performs  various  se¬ 
curities  information  processing  functions 
on  behalf  of  the  Midwest  (“MSE”)  and 
Boston  (“BSE”)  Stock  Exchanges.  Quo¬ 
tron  engages  on  an  exclusive  basis  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  MSE  and  BSE  in  collecting, 
processing,  and  preparing  for  distribu¬ 
tion  or  publication  by  or  for  other  per¬ 
sons  information  with  respect  to  trans¬ 
actions  and  quotations  on  those  ex- 
chsmges. 

Application  for  exemption  from  regis¬ 
tration.  It  should  be  noted  that  section 
llA(b)(l)  of  the  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  exempt  conditionally  or 
unconditionally  any  securities  informa¬ 
tion  processor  or  class  of  securities  in¬ 
formation  processors  from  any  provision 
of  that  Section  or  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  To  grant  such  an  ex¬ 
emption,  the  Commission  must  find  that 
the  exemption  “is  consistent  with  the 
public  Interest,  the  protection  of  inves¬ 
tors,  and  the  purposes  of  this  section,  in¬ 
cluding  the  maintenance  of  fair  and  or¬ 
derly  markets  in  securities  and  the  re¬ 
moval  of  impediments  to  and  perfection 
of  the  mechanism  iff  a  national  mar¬ 
ket  system.”  Interested  persons  are  in¬ 
vited  to  consider  the  need  for  registration 
in  light  of  section  llA(b)  (1)  and  sections 
llA(b)  (3)  and  (5).  and  sections  17  (a) 
and  (b)  of  the  Act,  among  others,  inso¬ 
far  as  they  provide  a  framework  for  sur¬ 
veillance  and  regulation  of  registered  se¬ 
curities  information  processors.  Any  ap¬ 
plication  for  an  exemption  from  r^ls- 
tration,  therefore,  not  only  should  show 
how  such  an  exemption  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  statutory  purposes  men¬ 
tioned  above  but  also  should  demonstrate 
why,  by  virtue  of  the  applicant’s  organi¬ 
zation,  operation  or  other  characteris¬ 
tics,  the  applicant  should  be  exempted 
from  registration,  the  requirements  of 
section  llA(b)  and  the  Ocunmission’s  au¬ 
thority  under  sections  17(a)  and  (b) . 

Adoption  of  Rule  llAh2-l.  Rule  llAb2- 
1(a)  provides  that  applications  for 
registration  as  securities  Informatlmi 
processors  shall  be  filed  on  Form  SIP  in 
accordance  with  the  instructions  c(m- 
tained  therein.  Paragraph  (b)  of  Rule 
llAb2-l  provides  that  if  any  information 
contained  in  itons  1  through  13  or  item 
21  of  Form  SIP  becomes  inaccurate,  mis¬ 


leading.  or  incomplete  for  any  reason, 
the  securities  Information  processor  shall 
promptly  file  an  amendmoit  to  Form 
SIP  correcting  such  information.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  paragraph  (c)  of  Rule  llAb2-l 
provides  that  the  Commission  may 
exempt,  conditionally  or  unconditionally, 
any  securities  information  processor 
from  any  provision  of  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  under  section  llA(b) .  Paragraph 
(d)  of  Rule  llAb2-l  provides  that  every 
amendment  filed  pursuant  to  Rule 
llAb2-l  shall  constitute  a  “report” 
within  the  meaning  of  sections  17(a), 
18(a)  and  32(a)  of  the  Act. 

The  Commission  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  are  impracticable,  un¬ 
necessary  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  with  respect  to  the  adoption  of 
Rule  llAb2-l  and  related  Form  SIP.  and 
that  such  Rule  and  Form  should  be 
adopted,  effective  immediately,  in  order 
to  provide  an  orderly  procedure  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  applications  for  registration 
as  securities  Information  processws. 

Section  llA(b)  (3)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  the  Commission  shall,  upon  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  an  application  for  registration 
pursuant  to  section  llA(b)(2),  publish 
notice  of  the  filing  and  afford  Interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views  and  arguments  ccmcem- 
Ing  such  application.  Section  llA(b)  (3) 
also  provides  that  within  90  days  of  the 
publication  of  such  notice  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  by  ord^  grant  such  registra¬ 
tion  or  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  such  registration  should  be  de¬ 
nied.  The  Commission  finds  that  the  im¬ 
mediate  adoption  of  Rule  llAb2-l  is 
necessary  to  sdlow  sufficient  time  for  the 
following  actions  required  by  the  statute: 
1)  Completion  and  filing  with  the  C<xn- 
mlssion  of  Form  SIP  by  i^pU(»nts  for 
registratimi:  2)  receipt  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Form  SIP,  publication  (ff  notice 
of  each  filing  and  invitation  for  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  arguments  concerning  each 
filed  application:  3)  determination  by 
the  Commission  whether  theaiH>licant  is 
so  organized  and  has  the  capability  to 
comply  with  the  standards  prescribed  in 
section  llA(b)(3)  of  the  Act;  4)  the 
making  by  the  Commission  of  the  re¬ 
quired  findings  by  December  1,  1975, 
which,  as  previously  noted,  is  the  date  by 
^hlch  exclusive  securities  Information 
mrocessors  are  required  to  be  reglstwed. 

In  (XHnpllance  with  section  23(a)  of 
the  Act,  the  Commission  has  considered 
the  impact  which  the  ad(H>tion  of  Rule 
llAb2-l  and  related  Form  SIP  would 
have  on  competition.  The  Commission 
finds  that  the  adoption  of  Rule  llAb2-l 
and  Form  SIP  will  not  impose  any  bur- 
doi  on  competition. 

Adoption  of  Form  SIP.  Pursuant  to 
Rule  llAb2-l,  a  securities  information 
processor  which  is  required  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  with  the  Cmnmlssion  In  accordance 
with  section  llA(b)(l)  is  reqifired  to 
apidy  for  such  registration  on  Form  SIP. 

After  receipt  of  a  completed  ai^ca- 
tion  for  registration  on  Form  SIP,  the 
Commission,  acting  pursuant  to  section 
llA(b)  (3)  of  the  Act,  will  publish  notice 
of  the  filing  and  afford  interested  p&c- 
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sons  the  oi>portunity  to  submit  written 
data,  views  and  arguments  concerning 
such  application.  ore  granting  an  ap¬ 
plicant’s  registration,  the  Commission  is 
required  under  section  llA(b)  (3)  of  ttie 
Act  to  find  that  the  api^ant: 

Is  so  organized,  and  has  the  ci^Mkclty,  to  be 
able  to  assure  the  prompt,  accurate,  and  re¬ 
liable  performance  of  Its  functions  as  a  se¬ 
curities  information  processor,  comply  with 
the  provisions  at  Uils  tHle  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thwreunder,  carry  out  its  func¬ 
tions  in  a  manner  consistent  ,  with  the  ptnr- 
poses  of  this  section,  and.  Insofar  as  it  is 
acting  as  an  exclusive  proceasor,  (^>erate 
fairly  and  efficiently  *  *  *. 

The  infcHinatton  to  be  provided  by 
Form  SIP  is  required  to  enal^  the  Com- 
misskm  to  malce  such  findings,  or  if  It 
appears  such  findings  cannot  be  made,  to 
institute  proceedings  to  determhie 
whether  re^tration  should  be  denied.  If 
an  applicant  or  registrant,  for  good 
cause,  beUeves  it  should  be  exempt  from 
responding  to  any  Item  or  exhibit  at 
Form  SIP,  tiie  applicant  or  registrant 
may  apply  to  the  Comndision  for  such 
exemption  and  the  Commission  will  con¬ 
sider  such  appHcatiim  under  Rule  llAb2- 
l(c>.  Each  iqiplication  shall  include  a 
statnnent  of  the  reasons  supporting  each 
such  request. 

In  the  application  for  registration  as  a 
securities  information  processor,  the  ap- 
Ii^cant  may  request  that  confidential 
treatment  be  accorded,  under  any  of  the 
applicable  exemptions  provided  in  the 
Freedom  ot  Informahon  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552(b)),  to  any  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  to  be  sidxnitted  on  Form  SIP.  Such 
information  should  be  provided  sepa- 
ratdy,  akmg  with  a  statement  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  supporting  the  request,  with 
cific  reference  to  the  Freedom  at  Infor¬ 
mation  Act  exeim>tion  relied  upon. 

The  Commission  requests  each  securi¬ 
ties  infonnatkm  processor  required  to  be 
r^rlstered  pursuant  to  section  llA(b>  (1) 
to  file  PwTO  SIP  by  October  20,  1975,  in 
order  that  the  CommiseioR  may  solicit 
comments  on  such  applications  and 
thereafter  comirfete  its  review  of  those 
applications  and  comments  before  De¬ 
cember  1, 1975. 

Request  for  comments.  While  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  been  unable  to  provide  notice 
and  public  procediure  with  regard  to  the 
ad(K>tion  of  Rule  llAb2-l  and  Form  SIP, 
the  Commisskm  invites  public  ccunment 
on  the  Rule  and  Form  as  adopted  and 
will  review  such  rule  and  form  in  light  of 
all  comments  received.  Comments  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  Ge<Mge  A. 
Fitzsimmons.  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission.  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549  not  later 
than  November  1.  1975.  All  Communica¬ 
tions  should  refer  to  File  No.  S7-585  and 
will  be  available  for  public  Inspection  in 
the  CommlsskHi’s  Public  Reference  Room 
located  at  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Room  6101, 
Washington,  D.C. 

(Sftcs.  a.  a.  aa.  46  stau  sai,  asa,  ooi.  m 

amuidad  by  sees,  a,  3, 18. 80  Stat.  07.  97-104, 
15S-I6S;  sec.  T;  89  Stat.  Ill  (15  UB.C.  78b, 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 
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78e,  and  78w,  aa  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No. 
94-88;  15  UA.C.  78k-l,  as  added  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  »4-a») ) 

By  the  Commission. 

[SBALl  Giorge  a.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

September  23. 1975. 

Text  of  the  Rule 

Rule  llAb2-l  (17  CFR  240.11Ab2-l),  as 
hereby  adopted,  reads  as  foDows: 

§  240.1 1A1>2—1  Regietratioa  of  securi¬ 
ties  inforiuation  processors:  Form  of 
application  and  amendments. 

(a)  An  api^icatimi  for  the  registraition 
of  a  securities  inf  ormatiiKi  processor  shall 
be  filed  on  Form  SIP  in  aoccxtlance  with 
the  instructions  contained  therein. 

(b>  If  any  information  reported  in 
items  1-13  or  Hem  21  ot  Form  SIP  or  in 
any  amendment  thereto  is  or  beemn^  in¬ 
accurate  for  any  reasmi,  whether  bc^enre 
or  after  the  registration  has  been 
granted,  the  securities  infonnatkm 
processor  shall  mromptly  file  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  Form  SIP  correcting  such  in- 
formatkm. 

(c)  The  Commission,  upon  its  own 
motion  or  upon  application  by  any  securi¬ 
ties  information  processor,  may  condi¬ 
tionally  or  unconditionally  exempt  any 
securities  information  processor  from 
any  proviskm  of  the  rules  or  regulations 
adopted  under  section  llA(b). 

(d)  Every  amendment  filed  pursuant 
to  this  section  shall  constitute  a  “report” 
within  the  meaning  of  sections  17(a), 
18(a)  and  32(a)  of  the  Act 

Adoption  or  P>orm 

Part  249 — ^Ponns,  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
subpart  K — Forms  for  Registration  of, 
and  Reporting  by.  Securities  Infonnation 
Plrocessors,  and  §  249.1001  to  Subpart  K 
as  follows: 

Subpart  K — Forms  for  Registration  of,  and 
Reporting  by  Securities  Information 
Processors 

§  249.1001  Form  SIP,***  for  application 
for  regiatratien  a*  a  securities  infor- 
matiow  proceaeov  or  to  amend  suck 
an  applicatiM  or  registration. 

This  form  shall  be  used  for  applica¬ 
tion  for  registration  as  a  securities  infor¬ 
mation  processor,  pursuant  to  section  llA 

(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  and  Rule  llAb2-I  (S  240.11Ab2-l  of 
this  chapter)  thereunder,  m:  to  amend 
such  an  application  or  registration. 

[FR  Doc.75-26370  FUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


iPub.  L.  No.  94-29  (June  4,  1975). 

*  Section  31  (a)  of  the  1976  Amendments 
states  that  section  llA(b)  of  the  Act  be¬ 
comes  effective  ISO  days  after  the  date  of 
enactment  the  1975  Amendments,  which 
was  June  4. 1975. 

*  S<^-rq^atory  organizations  are  excluded 
from  the  sectioa  3(a)  (22)  definition  of  a 
secmrlties  information  processor.  Section  3 
(a>  (26)  Includes  any  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  within  the  definition  of  a  self-regu¬ 
latory  organization  and  section  3(a)(1)  in¬ 
cludes  within  the  definition  of  an  “exchange” 
the  market  place  and  the  faciUtiea  main¬ 
tained  by  such  exchange.  The  term  “facility” 
when  iised  with  respect  to  an  exchange  is  de- 


(IMease  No.  IC-8859] 

PART  271— INTERPRETIVE  RELEASES  RE¬ 
LATING  TO  THE  INVESTMENT  COM¬ 
PANY  ACT  OF  1940  AND  GENERAL 
RULES  AND  REGULATIONS  THERE¬ 
UNDER 

Guidelines  for  Filing  of  Application  for  Or¬ 
der  Permitting  R^stration  of  Foreign 
Investment  Companies 

Background 

On  December  2, 1974,  the  Commission 
issued  a  request  for  public  comments 
(Investment  Company  Act  Release  No. 
8596,  39  FR  44516)  concerning  the  stand¬ 
ards  for  permitting  registration  of  for¬ 
eign  investment  companies  under  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  Act  of  1940  (the 
“Act”)  [15  U.S.C.  SOa-l  et  seql.  A  tim¬ 
ber  of  helpful  comments  were  received 
from  a  wide  range  of  interested  persons 
including  United  States  investors,  in¬ 
vestment  companies  and  Investment  ad- 

fined  in  section  8(a) (2).  The  legislative  taU- 
tosy  precludes,  however,  for  the  purpose  of 
the  reglatratioQ  of  securities  infamation 
proeessoiE,  any  interpretatioa  which  klenU- 
fiea  an.  affiliate  or  subaldiacy  of  an  exchange 
aa  a  market  place  or  facility  maintalnefd  by 
such  exchange.  See  text,  Infla. 

*  Securities  Acts  Amendments  of  1975,  Be- 
p<x4  erf  the  Senate  Comm,  on  Banking,  Hous¬ 
ing  and  XTrban  Affairs  to  Accompany  8.240, 
S.  Rep.  No.  75. 94th  Cong..  1st  Bess.  10  (1975). 

B  Securities  Acts  Amendments  of  1975,  Con¬ 
ference  Report  to  Accompany  SJ249.  Joint  Ex¬ 
planatory*  Statement  of  the  Comm,  of  Con¬ 
ference,  HR.  Rep.  No.  229,  94th  Cong.,  let 
Sess.  93  (1976). 

*  In  comments  filed  by  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  during  the  hearings  on  S.249,  the 
NYSE  requested  that  the  definition  of  securi¬ 
ties  information  proceasor  In  S.249  be 
amended  to  “exclude  any  subsidiary  con¬ 
trolled  by  a  national  securities  exchange." 
The  N'VSE  stated  that  registration  of  its 
subsidiary.  SIAC,  j^ould  not  be  necessary. 
Hearings  on  S.  249  before  the  Subeomm.  on 
Securities  of  the  Comm,  on  Banlting,  HouMng 
and  Urban  Affairs,  94th  Cong.,  1st  Sees..  403 
(1975).  As  indicated  above,  that  suggestion 
was  not  adopted  by  the  Congress. 

’’  Section  3(a>  (9)  of  the  Act  defines  a  per¬ 
son  as  “a  natTiral  person,  company,  govern¬ 
ment,  or  political  subdivision,  agency,  or  in¬ 
strumentality  of  government.”  Section  3(a) 
(19)  of  the  Act  {NTOvides  that  "company” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  In  the  In¬ 
vestment  Coi^wny  Act  of  1940.  That  Act.  in 
section  2(a)  (8)  defines  “cocapany”  as  “a 
corporatU^  a  partner^ip,  an  association, 
a  loint-stock  company,  a  trust,  a  f\ind,  or 
any  organized  group  of  persons  whether  in¬ 
corporated  or  not;  or  any  receiver,  trustee 
in  bankruptcy  or  similar  official  or  any 
llqiiidating  agent  for  any  of  the  foregoing, 
in  his  capacity  as  such.” 

*  The  list  of  exclusive  processcos  is  not  in¬ 
tended  to  be  exhaustive,  but  rather  to  pro¬ 
vide  examples  of  the  type  of  person  which 
must  Initially  register  under  the  Act.  The 
Commission  wishes  to  make  clear  that  omis- 
sl<m  of  a  person  from  the  list  is  not  in  any 
way  indicative  of  any  view  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  such  person  is  not  an  exclusive  pro¬ 
cessor  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act. 

*  Former  Rule  9t>-l  waa  rescinded  upon  the 
adoption  of  Rule  19b-4.  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Release  No.  11604  (August  19,  1975).  40 
FR  40509  (1975).  The  Commission  stated  iu 
that  Release  that  rules  of  exchanges  consti¬ 
tuting  part  of  their  plans  for  the  regulating 
of  options  which  were  in  effect  on  June  4, 
1976,  would  continue  in  effect. 

»Text  of  Form  SIP  filed  as  part  of  the 
original  document. 
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visei’s,  representatives  of  the  securities 
industry  and  accoimting  and  legal  pro- 
fessions  and  other  United  States  organi¬ 
zations,  foreign  investment  companies, 
and  representatives  of  foreign  govern¬ 
ments  and  other  foreign  organizations. 
The  views  expressed  varied  widely,  re¬ 
flecting  the  disparity  ot  interests  ^  the 
commentators. 

Some  commentators  urged  relaxation 
of  the  requirements  for  registration  so 
that,  for  example,  a  company  organized 
in  a  country  in  which  United  States  in¬ 
vestment  companies  are  permitted  to  sell 
their  shares  would  be  permitted  to  sell 
its  shares  here  on  a  generally  reciprocal 
basis.  On  the  other  hand,  some  commen¬ 
tators  urged  no  relaxation  of  the  require¬ 
ments  for  registration  and  suggested  that 
if  foreign  investment  companies  were 
not  subject  to  all  provisions  of  the  Act, 
then  domestic  investment  companies 
should  not  be  either.  Several  commenta¬ 
tors  suggested  that  decisions  should  be 
made  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and  should 
be  based  on  more  than  compliance  with 
the  Standard  Rules  of  the  Organization 
for  Economic  Cooperation  and  Develop¬ 
ment  (“OECD  Rules”). 

The  Commission’s  Position 

After  review  of  this  matter  and  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  the  comments  received, 
the  Commission  has  determined  ttiat  cer¬ 
tain  factual  and  legal  questions  which 
•  are  crucial  to  the  determinations  which 
must  be  made  pursuant  to  the  Act  can 
best  be  resolved  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
and  in  the  context  of  formal  applications 
filed  by  individual  companies  for  exemp¬ 
tions  from  specific  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  for  orders  permitting  such  com¬ 
panies  to  register  under  the  Act,  and  to 
sell  their  shares  in  the  United  States. 
Under  this  procedure,  interested  persons 
would  have  an  opportimity  to  make  their 
views  known  at  such  time  bs  the  Com¬ 
mission  publishes  notice  of  its  intention 
to  grant  such  relief. 

.  The  Commission  believes  that  it  is  pre¬ 
mature  to  establish  rules,  comparable  to 
Rule  7d-l  under  the  Act  tl7  CFR  270.7d- 
1],  on  a  general,  or  even  a  country-by¬ 
country,  basis,  Rule  7d-l  provides,  in 
general,  that  a  Canadian  management 
investment  company  may  obtain  an  or¬ 
der  pursuant  to  section  7(d)  of  the  Act 
[15  U.S.C.  80a-7(d)l  if  it  complies  with 
certain  specified  conditions  and  arrange¬ 
ments.  In  this  connection,  it  is  Important 
to  note  that  Rule  7d-l  was  adopted  only 
after  the  Commission  and  its  staff  devel¬ 
op^  case-by-case  experience  with  Ca¬ 
nadian  investment  companies.  Moreover, 
the  issues  involved  in  registration  of  for¬ 
eign  investment  companies  are  far  more 
complex  than  those  previously  encoun¬ 
tered  with  the  Canadian  and  other  for¬ 
eign  companies  which  were  permitted  to 
register  imder  Rule  7d-l,  since,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  satisfying  the  standards  of  Rule 
7d-l,  such  companies  generally  were  or¬ 
ganized  and  managed  by  United  States 
citizens,  were  selling  their  shares  pre¬ 
dominantly  In  the  United  States  and 
were  organized  in  countries  with  a  strong 
common  law  tradition. 


Hie  Commission  recognizes  that  th^e 
are  differences  in  fortign  law  applicable 
to  a  for^gn  investment  compfuiy  and 
that  conmliance  with  such  laws  might 
prevent  comidiance  with  all  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  oi  the  Act.  Similarly,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  capital  markets,  securities 
industry  and  accounting  standards  in 
such  countries  differ  from  those  in  the 
United  States.  The  protectiwis  accorded 
to  investors  by  the  legal  and  regulatory 
system  to  which  a  foreign  investment 
company  is  subject,  however,  should  be 
substantially  equivalent  to  those  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  which  the  Commission 
det^mines  should  be  applicable  to  the 
foreign  investment  company.  In  this  con¬ 
text,  the  Commission  has  supported  the 
recommendations  of  the  OECD  that 
member  countries 

when  considering  applications  for  admis¬ 
sion  to  public  sale  In  their  own  territory  oi 
the  securities  of  foreign  Institutions  for  col¬ 
lective  investment  which  comply  with  the 
Standard  Rules,  give  substantial  weight, 
within  the  framework  of  their  legislation,  to 
the  fact  of  such  ccmipliance. 

Accordingly,  because  of  the  difficulty  in 
satisfying  the  standards  of  section  7(d) 
of  the  Act^  and  the  other  exemptive 
standards  in  the  Act,  and  because  of  the 
substantial  changes  which  have  taken 
place  in  the  international  capital  mar¬ 
kets  since  1940,  the  Commission  con¬ 
tinues  to  support  any  legislative  effort  to 
ciMisider  whether  section  7(d)  continues 
to  be  consistent  with  the  public  interest 
and  with  the  protection  of  investors.® 
Nevertheless,  the  Ccmimission  recognizes 
that  administrative  action  in  this  area 
may  be  constructive. 

Applications 

The  Commission  recognizes  that  the 
conditions  and  arrangements  required 
by  Rule  7d-l  under  the  Act  may  effec¬ 
tively  bar  the  registration  of  interested 
foreign  investment  companies.  While  the 
Commission  remains  bound  by  the 
standards  of  section  7(d)  of  the  Act  in 
determining  whether  an  order  permit¬ 
ting  registration  should  be  issued,  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  conditions  and  arrange¬ 
ments  in  Rule  7d-l  need  not  necessarily 
be  the  only  means  of  satisfying  the  stat¬ 
utory  standards.  For  example,  in  lieu  of 
the  requirements  that  a  company’s  assets 
be  kept  in  the  United  States  and  that  a 
majority  of  its  directors  and  officers  be 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  it  may  be 
possible  for  the  company  and  its  man¬ 
agement  to  obtain  a  bond  which  would 
assure  collection  on  any  judgment  ren¬ 
dered  by  a  United  States  court  against 
them  for  violation  of  the  federal  securi¬ 
ties  laws. 

The  Commission  also  has  authority 
under  sections  6(c)  and  6(e)  of  the  Act 
[15  U.S.C.  80i^-6(c),  80-6(e)l*  to  ex¬ 
empt  conditionally  mi  applicant  from 
any  provision  of  the  Act.  Section  6(c) 
contains  no  qualifications  as  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  from  which  an  exemp¬ 
tion  may  be  granted.  The  Commission 
has  determined  that  in  establishing  an 
appropriate  regulatory  framework  for 
Se«  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 


foreign  investment  companies  which 
cannot  satisfy  the  requirements  of  Rule 
7d-l,  relief,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
section  7(d),  section  6(c),  or  pursuant 
to  the  terms  of  other  applicable  sections 
of  the  Act,  may  be  appropriate.  In  re¬ 
viewing  all  requests  for  permission  to 
register  under  the  Act,  it  may  also  be 
appropriate  to  take  into  account  the 
differing  laws,  regulations,  customs  and 
business  conditions  of  particular  coun¬ 
tries  in  which  such  companies  are  or¬ 
ganized  and  the  adequacy  of  existing 
regulation  in  such  coimtries.  Moreover, 
it  may  be  appropriate  to  take  into  ac¬ 
count  the  unique  nature  of  the  invest¬ 
ment  portfolio  and  management  of  the 
foreign  investment  company.  The  Com¬ 
mission,  as  stated  above,  can  best  make 
the  necessary  determinations  in  the  con¬ 
text  of  a  specific  application. 

The  Commission  will  entertain  re¬ 
quests  for  orders  which  would  permit  ap¬ 
plicants  to  register  imder  the  Act  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(d).  which  may  incor- 
iiorate  other  requests  for  «cemption  from 
certain  provisions  of  the  Act  pursuant  to 
section  6(c)  or  other  applicable  sections 
of  the  Act.  However,  as  a  minimiiTn  pre¬ 
requisite  to  filing,  in  order  to  help  assure 
that  an  applicant  (1)  is  a  bona  fide  and 
established  company,  (2)  is  subject  to 
actual  regulation  by  an,approprlate  for¬ 
eign  governmental  authority,  (3)  would 
not  be  dependent  solely  on  sales  in  the 
United  States,  (4)  would  be  a  vehicle  for 
investment  primarily  in  foreign  securi¬ 
ties.  (5)  would  subject  itself  and  its  man¬ 
agement  to  service  or  process,  and  (6) 
would  provide  adequate  disclosure  to  in¬ 
vestors  in  the  United  States,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  geherally  would  expect  that  an  ap¬ 
plicant  would  meet  the  following  stand¬ 
ards: 

1.  An  applicant  should  have  been  in 
operation  for  at  least  three  years  and 
should  have,  at  the  time  of  registration, 
a  minimum  of  $50  million  in  net  assets 
and  should  have  no  less  than  $25  miUion 
in  net  assets  while  it  offers  its  shares  for 
sale  in  the  United  States. 

2.  An  applicant  should  have,  at  the 
time  of  registration,  a  minimum  of  500 
shareholders  who  are  residents  of  the 
country  in  which  the  applicant  is  orga-, 
nized  and  the  value  of  whose  aggregate 
investment  is  at  least  $25  million.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  an  applicant  should  limit  the 
number  of  shares  to  be  sold  to  United 
States  investors  to  50  percent  of  its  total 
outstanding  shares  at  the  time  of  sale. 
An  applicant  also  should  have  more  than 
60  percent  of  the  value  of  its  portfolio 
invested  in  securities  of  issuers  in  the 
country  under  the  laws  of  which  such 
applicant  is  organized  or  at  least  75  per¬ 
cent  in  securities  of  non-United  States 
issuers. 

3.  An  applicant  should  undertake  to 
provide  a  prospectus  to  all  United  States 
investors,  which  shall  state  clearly  (a) 
the  name  of  the  applicant  Including,  if 
not  already  part  of  such  name,  the  name 
of  the  country  under  whose  laws  appli¬ 
cant  is  organized;  (b)  all  conditions  and 
arrangements  to  which  applicant  is  sub¬ 
ject  pursuant  to  any  order  obtained  un¬ 
der  the  Act;  (c)  all  material  regulatory 
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provisions  of  the  Act  to  which  applicant 
is  not  subject  by  the  terms  of  any  such 
order;  (d)  a  copy,  in  English,  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  foreign  law  to  which  applicant  is 
subject;  and  (e)  any  other  information 
which  is  necessary  or  appropriate  to  meet 
the  disclosure  requirements  of  the  Act 
and  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  [15  U.S.C. 
77a  et  seq.]. 

4.  An  application  prepared  pursuant  to 
these  guidelines  should  be  filed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
Rule  0-5  [17  CPR  270.0-51  and  other 
rules  under  the  Act;  and  should  indicate 
a  willingness  to  file  consents  to  service 
of  process  by  applicant  and  its  non-resi¬ 
dent  officers,  directors  and  investment 
advisers  and  managers. 

The  Commission  wishes  to  emphasize 
that  the  standards  set  forth  above  are 
intended  to  serve  as  gviidelines  for  what 
will  be  generally  required  as  minimiun 
criteria  for  favorable  consideration  of 
applications  which  do  not  conform  to 
the  standards  of  Rule  7d-l  or  which  re¬ 
quest  exemption  frmn  provisions  of  the 
Act.  In  any  event,  each  application  will 
be  considered  on  its  own  merits  in  the 
context  of  the  standards  of  section  7(d) . 

In  order  to  facilitate  preparation  of 
any  such  applications,  and  in  order  to 
assist  the  Commission  in  considering 
such  application,  each  application  i^ould 
contain  the  following : 

(1)  Identification.  This  should  include 
the  name  of  the  applicant,  its  form  of 
organization,  the  country  in  which  it  is 
organized  and  country  (coimtries)  to 
whose  regulation  it  is  subject,  the  coun¬ 
try  (countries)  in  which  its  shares  are 
offered  or  proposed  to  be  offered  for  sale, 
the  length  of  time  such  company  has 
operated  in  the  above  country  (coun¬ 
tries)  ;  its  fundamental  investment  poli¬ 
cies  including  any  limitations  or  require¬ 
ments  regarding  investments  in  issuers 
domiciled  or  doing  business  in  particu¬ 
lar  countries  and  how  such  policies  may 
be  changed;  Identification  of  its  invest¬ 
ment  adviser,  principal  imderwrit©l''|  cus¬ 
todian,  controlling  persons,  directors, 
and  officers  and  how  such  persons  are 
selected  and  may  be  changed;  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  its  organization  and  operations 
including  its  capital  structxuc,  sales  load, 
net  asset  value  calculation  and  decision- 
maUng  mechanisms;  and  its  current  net 
assets  and  number  of  shareholders. 

(2)  Operating  restrictions.  A  descrip¬ 
tion  of  any  restrictions  on  transactions 
between  the  applicant  and  any  affiliated 
persons. 

(3)  Applicable  foreign  law  and  regula¬ 
tory  system.  This  should  include  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  foreign  law  to  which  the 
company  is  subject,  a  statement  of  such 
company’s  compliance  wdth  such  law, 
including  an  indication  and  explanation 
of  any  noncompliance;*  a  description  of 
the  inspection  and  enforconent  systems 
in  the  coxuitry  to  which  such  company  is 
subject  including  any  requirements  re¬ 
garding  standards  for  maintaining  and 
making  available  the  books  and  records 
of  such  ccunpany,  for  example,  by  the 
appropriate  governmental  authority;  a 
description  of  the  applicable  accounting 
and  auditing  standards  to  which  such 


company  is  subject,  particularly  noting 
differences  with  United  States  standards; 
and  a  certification  by  the  appropriate 
governmental  authority  or  authorities  of 
the  country  to  which  such  cmnpany  is 
subject  that  the  statement  regarding  the 
applicable  foreign  law,  including  the  in¬ 
spection  and  enforcement  systems,  is 
accurate. 

(4)  Comparison  with  the  act.  This 
should  include  a  statement  of  each  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Act  with  which  applicant 
is  tumble  or  unwilling  to  ccunply,  together 
with  a  statement  of  the  facts  by  reason 
of  which,  in  applicant’s  opinion,  an  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  provision  is  appro¬ 
priate  including,  if  applicable,  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  equivalent  protections  which 
would  be  provided  to  United  States 
investors. 

(5)  Enforceability  of  the  act.  This 
should  include  a  description  of  condi¬ 
tions  to  assure  that  “it  is  both  legally 
and  practically  feasible  effectively  to  en¬ 
force  the  provisions  of  [the  Act]  against 
such  company”  and  should  describe  the 
extent  to  which  applicant  is  unable  or 
unwilling  to  comply  with  each  under¬ 
taking  and  arrangonent  in  subparagraph 
(b)  of  Rule  7d-l  rmder  the  Act,  includ¬ 
ing  a  description  of  eqxiivalent  conditions. 

(6)  Comparison  with  OECD  rules. 
This  should  include  a  statement  as  to 
whether  the  coimtry  to  which  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  subject  has  adopted  the  OECD 
Rules,  and  whether,  in  any  event,  appli¬ 
cant  is  in  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  OECD  Rules,  Including  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  facts  by  reason  of  which, 
in  applicant’s  opinion,  noncompliance 
with  such  provisions  is  appropriate  and 
a  description  of  equivalent  protections 
accorded  to  investors. 

(7)  Supporting  documents.  This  should 
include  English  language  versions  of  (a) 
applicant’s  prospectuses  or  equivalent 
materials  for  the  last  three  years,  (b) 
applicant’s  annual  report  for  the  last 
three  years,  (c)  applicant’s  reports  to 
foreign  regulatory  authorities  for  the 
past  three  years,®  (d)  a  proposed  Form 
N-8B-1,  which  need  not  be  executed,  and 
which  will  be  construed  solely  as  an  ex¬ 
hibit  to  the  application  and  not  as  the 
filing  of  a  registration  statement  imder 
Section  8(b)  of  the  Act  [15  U.S.C.  80a- 
8(b)],  and  (e)  any  additional  informa¬ 
tion  and  documentation  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  desires  to  submit. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

September  26, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-26371  Piled  10-1-75:8:45  ami 

>  Section  7(d)  of  the  Act  prohibits  a  for¬ 
eign  Investment  company  from  registering 
under  the  Act;  howevw.  It  also  provides  that 
a  foreign  Investment  company  may  receive 
an  order  permitting  its  registration  under 
the  Act  if  the  Commission  finds,  "by  reason 
of  special  circumstances  or  arrangements,  it 
is  both  legally  and  practically  feasible  ef¬ 
fectively  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  [the 
Act]  against  such  company  and  that  the  is¬ 
suance  of  such  order  is  otherwise  consistent 
with  the  pubUc  int^est  and  the  protection 
of  investors.” 


Title  21 — Foods  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  D— DRUGS  FOR  HUMAN  USE 

PART  436— TESTS  AND  METHODS  OF  AS¬ 
SAY  OF  ANTIBIOTIC  AND  ANTIBIOTIC- 
CONTAINING  DRUGS 

Griseofulvin  (Ultramicrosize)  Tablets 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-23716  appearing  at  page 
41522  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  September 
8,  1975,  the  following  changes  should  be 
made  in  §  436.317: 

1.  In  the  sixth  line  from  the  bottom 
of  paragraph  (a)(4),  the  last  word 
“chock-”,  shoirid  read  “clock-”. 

2.  The  formula  in  psuragraph  (d)  (3) 
should  read  as  follows: 

Percent  griseofulvin  dissolved  = - —  - 

Where: 

A«=:  Absorbance  of  the  sample  solution 
minus  the  absorbance  of  the  sample- 
blank  solution; 

W,= Weight  of  the  working  standard  in 
milligrams; 

V= Volume  of  the  dissolution  medium  in 
liters; 

A, = Absorbance  of  the  standard  solntion 
minus  the  absorbance  of  the  standard- 
blank  solution; 

P=Iiabeled  potency  of  the  sample  in  milli¬ 
grams  of  griseofulvin  per  tablet. 

>In  1973,  the  Commission  proposed  the 
“Foreign  Portfolio  Sales  Corporation  Act  of 
1973”  which  included  such  an  amendment 
This  proposal  was  introduced  in  the  93rd 
Congress  as  H.R.  8256. 

*  Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that,  the 
Commission  *  *  •  may  conditionally  or  un¬ 
conditionally  exempt  any  person,  security, 
or  transaction,  or  any  class  or  classes  of  per¬ 
sons,  securities,  or  transactions,  from  any 
provision  or  provisions  of  [the  Act]  or  of 
any  rule  or  regulation  thereunder,  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  exemption  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of  investors 
and  the  purposes  fairly  intended  by  the  pol¬ 
icy  and  provli^ns  of  [the  Act]. 

Section  6(e)  of  the  Act  provides  that,  if, 
in  connection  with  any  rule,  regulation,  or 
order  under  this  section  exempting  any  in¬ 
vestment  company  from  any  provision  of 
section  7,  the  Commission  deems  it  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or 
for  the  protection  of  investors  that  certain 
specified  provisions  of  [the  Act]  pertaining 
to  registered  investment  companies  shall  be 
applicable  in  respect  of  such  company,  the 
provisions  so  specified  shall  apply  to  such 
company,  and  to  other  persons  in  their  com¬ 
pany  as  though  such  company  were  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company. 

*  Besides  admitted  noncompliance,  there 
should  be  included  a  summary,  and  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  applicant’s  legal  counsel  on  the  merits, 
of  any  litigation  bro\ight  by  either  private 
litigants  or  governmental  authorities  against 
applicant  or  its  affiliates  with  regard  to  their 
actions  as  affiliates  of  the  applicant. 

®To  the  extent  such  reports  are  not  mat¬ 
ters  of  public  record,  and  applicant  does  not 
desire  them  to  be,  it  sho\ild  be  noted  that 
Section  46(a)  of  the  Act  [16  U.S.C.  80a- 
44(a)  ]  provides  a  procedure  for  obtaining 
an  order  making  specified  documents  not 
available  to  the  public.  The  decision  on  any 
such  request  would  take  into  account  the 
requirements  of  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  (5  U.S.C.652). 
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Title  25 — Indians 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AF¬ 
FAIRS.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  221— OPERATION  AND 
MAINTENANCE  CHARGES 

Tribal  and  Trust  Patent  Indian  Lands  on 
San  Carlos  Irrigation  Project,  Arizona 

On  page  36376  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  August  20,  1975,  there  was  published 
a  notice  of  proposal  to  modify  S§  221.110, 
2^1.111,  221.112,  and  221.114  of  Title  25. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  dealing 
with  operation  and  maintenance  assess¬ 
ments  and  excess  water  charges  on  the 
San  Carlos  Irrigation  Project,  Arizona. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions  or  objections  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  amendments.  No 
comments,  suggestions,  nor  objections 
were  received,  and  the  proposed  revisions 
are  hereby  adopted  without  change,  as 
set  forth  below.  The  revised  sections  read 
as  follows: 

§221.110  Basic  charge. 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Act  of 
June  7.  1924  (43  Stat.  476)  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  public  notice  issued  on 
December  1, 1932,  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  charges  are  assessable  against 
50,000  acres  of  tribal  lands  and  trust 
patent  Indian  lands  of  the  San  Carlos 
Indian  Irrigation  Project  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  Gila  River  Indian  Res¬ 
ervation,  Arizona  For  the  calendar  year 
1976  and  subseqi^nt  years,  u]^less 
changed  by  further  order,  the  basic  rate 
assessed  Indian  owned  land  leased  and 
operated  by  non-Indians  is  hereby  fixed 
at  $18.00  per  acre.  The  basic  charge  shall 
entitle  each  acre  of  such  leased  land  to 
have  delivered  for  use  thereon  two  (2) 
acre-feet  of  water  per  acre  or  its  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  available  water 
supply.  The  assessment  for  those  lands 
leased  .will  be  payable  as  provided  in 
S§  221.111  and  221.112.  Charges  for  proj¬ 
ect  operation  and  maintenance  costs  on 
account  of  Indian  owned  land  used  by 
Indians  shall  be  imposed  on  the  In¬ 
dian  owners  of  such  land.  (See  Inter¬ 
locutory  Order  of  the  Indian  Claims 
OiHnmisslon  dated  January  10, 1974,  Gila 
River  Pima-Maricopa  Indian  CTommvmity 
et  al  V.  The  United  States  of  America, 
Docket  No.  236-E.) 

§  221.111  Excess  water  charge. 

Few  wator  ddlvered  in  excess  of  two 
(2)  acre-feet  per  acre  of  Indian  land 
leased  to  a  non-Indian,  there  .sha-ii  be 
charged  $0.50  per  acre-foot  per  acre  for 
the  first  acre-foot  of  excess  water  or 
fraction  thereof  d^vered,  and  $1.50  per 
acre  foot  or  fraction  thereof  per  acre  of 
water  delivered  in  excess  of  three  (3) 
acre-feet  per  acre:  Provided.  There  shall 
be  no  charge  for  free  water  delivered  fn 
accordance  with  existing  regulations. 

§  221.112  Time  and  place  of  payment. 

Basic  charges  shall  become  due  on  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  eadi  year  and  shall  be  payable 
cm  or  before  March  1st:  Provided.  No 


water  shall  be  delivered  to  lands  leased 
to  non-Indians  prior  to  payment  of  said 
basic  charge.  Payment  for  excess  water  as 
provided  in  §  221.111  shall  be  made  at 
the  time  of  request  or  prior  to  the  de¬ 
livery  thereof.  Payment  of  these  assess¬ 
ments  and  charges  shall  be  made  at  the 
office  of  the  Pima  Agency  Superintend¬ 
ent,  Sacaton,  Arizema. 

§  221.114  Application  for  water  service. 

An  application  for  water  s^vice  shall 
be  made  to  and  approved  by  the  Super¬ 
intendent  prior  to  the  first  delivery  of 
water.  For  all  subsequent  deliveries  of 
water,  the  water  user  will  notify  the 
watermaster  or  ditchrider  when  delivery 
is  desired. 

John  Antichoker,  Jr.. 

Area  Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-26377  Filed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 


Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

CHAPTER  I— INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 
[T.D.  73781 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS 
BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 

Determination  of  Sources  of  Income;  In¬ 
come  Derived  by  a  Foreign  Central  Bank 
of  Issue  From  Obligations  of  the  United 
States  or  From  Bank  Deposits 

By  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  for 
July  23,  1974  (39  FR  26738).  amend- 
ments  to  the  Income  TPax  Regulations 
(26  CFR  Part  1)  were  proposed  in  order 
to  conform  such  regulations  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  made  by  section  102  (a), 
(b),  and  (c)  of  the  Foreign  Investors 
Tax  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-809,  80  Stat 
1541,  1543),  relating  to  sources  of  in¬ 
come,  and  by  section  435(a)  of  the  Tax 
Reform  Act  of  1969  (Pub.  L.  91-172,  83 
Stat.  625),  relating  to  foreign  deposits 
in  United  States  banks,  and  to  make 
certain  other  changes.  After  cemsidera- 
tion  of  all  such  relevant  matter  as  was 
presented  by  interested  persons  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  rules,  the  amendment 
of  the  regulations  as  proposed  are 
adopted  by  this  document,  subject  to  the 
changes  indicated  below. 

Section  102(a)(1)  of  the  Ftweign  In¬ 
vestors  Tax  Act  of  1966  amended  section 
861(a)(1)(A)  of  the  CTode,  and  added 
sectiem  861(c),  to  provide  that  certain 
intnest  paid  or  credited  before  January 
1.  1973,  and  received  by  a  nonresident 
allra  individual  or  foreign  corporation  in 
a  taxable  year  beginning  after  December 
31, 1966,  was  not  to  be  treated  as  income 
from  sources  within  the  Ufiited  States  if 
the  Interest  was  not  effectively  connected 
with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business 
in  the  United  States.  This  rule  applies 
to  interest  paid  on  deposits  with  persons 
carrying  on  the  banking  business  in  the 
United  States  or  with  certain  savings 
and  loan  Institutions  and  to  interest 


ited  on  such  deposits  or  amoimts  after 
December  31,  1972,  was  to  be  treated  as 
income  from  sources  within  the  United 
States  even  though  not  effectively  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or 
business  in  the  United  States.  However, 
this  terminal  date  of  December  31,  1972, 
was  postponed  to  December  31,  1975,  by 
section  435(a)  (2)  of  the  Tax  Reform  Act 
of  1969  (Pub.  L.  91-172,  83  Stat.  625); 
and  to  December  31.  1976,  by  section  8 
of  the  Act  of  January  3,  1975  (Pub.  L. 
93-625,  88  Stat.  2116) . 

Section  102(a)(2)  of  the  Foreign  In¬ 
vestors  Tax  Act  of  1966  eliminated  the 
rule  in  section  861(a)  (1)  (B)  of  the  Code 
that  interest  paid  by  a  resident  foreign 
corporation  having  less  than  20  percent 
of  its  gross  income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States  was  not  to  be  treated 
as  income  from  sources  within  the 
United  States.  Instead,  it  added  a  new 
rule  in  section  861(a)  (1)  (C)  that  inter¬ 
est  paid  by  a  resident  foreign  corporation 
having  less  than  50  percent  of  its  gross 
income  as  ^ectively  connected  with  a 
U.S.  trade  or  business  was  not  to  be 
treated  as  Income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States.  In  additkm,  it  pro¬ 
vided  a  new  rule  in  section  861(a)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Code  that  a  proportionate  part  of 
the  interest  paid  by  a  resident  foreign 
corporation  was  to  be  treated  as  income 
from  sources  within  the  United  States  if 
50  percent  or  more  of  its  gross  income 
for  a  specified  period  was  effectively  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  by  such  cor¬ 
poration  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States.  An  exception  to  these  new 
rules  in  section  861(a)  (1)  (C)  and  (D) : 
Provided,  however.  That  interest  iMdd  or 
credited  after  December  31,  1972,  by  the 
UB.  banking  branch  of  a  resident  foreign 
corporation  was  to  be  treated  m  income 
from  sources  within  the  United  States, 
but  section  435(a)  (1)  of  the  Tax  Reform 
Act  of  1969  (Pub.  L.  91-172.  83  Stat.  625) 
accelerated  this  exception  so  as  to  apply 
to  amounts  pedd  or  credited  after 
cember  31,  1969.  Section  102(a)(2)  of 
t^  1966  Act  also  added  a  new  section 
861(a)  (1)  (F)  to  the  Code  to  provide  that, 
for  taxable  years  beginning  after  De¬ 
cember  31.  1966,  interest  paid  by  a  for¬ 
eign  banking  branch  of  a  U.S.  corpora- 
tkm  or  UB.  partnership  is  not  to  be 
^treated  as  inemne  from  sources  within 
the  United  States. 

Section  102(a)  (4)  of  the  Foreign  In¬ 
vestors  Tax  Act  of  1966  expanded  the  ex¬ 
emption  previously  accorded  under  sec¬ 
tion  895  of  the  Code  to  foreign  central 
banks  of  issue.  First,  the  section  was 
made  applicable  also  to  the  Bank  for  In¬ 
ternational  Settlements.  Secondly,  the 
exemption  applicable  to  income  from  ob¬ 
ligations  of  the  United  States  was  ex¬ 
tended  to  income  frcun  obligations  of  any 
agency  or  instrumentality  of  the  United 
States.  Thirdly,  the  exemption*  was  ex¬ 
tended  to  Interest  on  deposits  with  per¬ 
sons  carrying  on  the  banking  business, 
including  any  such  interest  paid  or  cred- 


eamed  <m  amounts  held  by  insurance  Ited  after  Dec^ber  31,  1976  (the  date 
companies  under  an  agreement  to  pay  section  8$l(a)  (1)  (A)  and  (c)  cease  to 
Interest  thereon.  Interest  paid  or  cred-  apply). 
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Section  102(b)  of  the  Foreign  Inves¬ 
tors  Tax  Act  of  1966  amended  section 
861(a)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Code  to  change  the 
50-percent  rule  therein  for  determining 
the  source  of  dividends  paid  by  a  for¬ 
eign  corporation  to  dep>end  on  whether 
the  paying  corporation  has  derived  gross 
income  effectively  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States  rather  than  having  gross 
income  from  sources  within  the  United 
Statets.  In  addition,  the  100/85ths  rule 
for  treating  part  of  the  dividend  from 
foreign  sovurces  for  purposes  of  the  for¬ 
eign  tax  credit  was  made  inapplicable  to 
dividends  for  which  a  100-percent  divi¬ 
dends  deduction  is  allowable  imder  sec¬ 
tion  245  (b)  of  the  Code,  as  added  by 
section  104  (e)  (1)  of  the  1966  Act  (80 
Stat.  1558) . 

Section  102(c)  of  the  Foreign  Investors 
Tax  Act  of  1966  amended  section  861(a) 

(3)  (C)  (ii)  of  the  Code,  relating  to  the 
90 -day  and  $3,000  test  for  determining 
the  source  of  income  derived  from  per¬ 
sonal  services  performed  in  the  United 
States,  to  broaden  the  rule  therein  so  as 
to  have  it  apply  to  services  performed 
by  the  nonresident  alien  individual  for 
an  office  or  place  of  business  maintained 
in  a  foreign  country  or  possession  of  the 
United  States  by  an  individual  who  is  a 
citizen  or  resident  of  the  United  States 
or  by  a  domestic  partnership. 

The  amendments  by  section  102  of  the 
Foreign  Investors  Tax  Act  of  1966  apply 
to  taxable  years  beginning  after  Decem¬ 
ber  31. 1966,  or,  in  the  case  of  the  revised 
rules  on  dividends,  to  amounts  received 
after  December  31,  1966.  The  amend¬ 
ment  by  section  435(a)  (1)  of  ttie  Tax 
Reform  Act  of  1969  is  effective  with  re¬ 
spect  to  amounts  paid  or  credited  after 
December  31, 1969. 

In  order  to  avoid  confusion  in  making 
such  amendments  to  the  Income  Tax 
Regulations  as  were  necessary  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  changes  made  by  the  For¬ 
eign  Investors  Tax  Act  of  1966,  the  deci¬ 
sion  was  reached  to  replace  the  perti-. 
nent  regulations  with  completely  new 
regulations  applicable  only  to  taxable 
years  beginning  after  December  31, 1966, 
and  to  refer  to  those  sections  in  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  (revised  as  of 
January  1,  1972)  where  the  correspond¬ 
ing  rules  for  taxable  yesus  beginning  be¬ 
fore  January  1,  1967,  may  be  foimd. 

Proposed  §  1.861-2  (a)  has  been  revised 
by  the  broadening  of  the  rule  on  inter¬ 
est  on  refunds  of  Federal  Income  tax. 
The  revised  rule  on  refunds  conforms  to 

S.  Rep.  No.  558,  73d  Con.  38  (1934) ,  1939- 
1  (Part  2)  C.B.  615. 

New  S  1.361-2 (b)  (6),  relating  to  sec¬ 
tion  4912(c)  debt  obligations,  contains 
the  substance  of  the  rules  adopted  by 

T. D.  7314,  as  published  in  the  Fxdbrai. 
Register  for  May  23,  1974,  39  FR  18073, 
1974^1  C.B.  172. 

The  rules  in  proposed  §  1.861-2(d)  re¬ 
specting  the  filing  of  a  statement  in  re¬ 
gard  to  excluded  interest  have  been  modi¬ 
fied  so  as  to  be  less  restrictive  than  those 
that  were  proposed.  Similar  changes 
have  been  made  in  proposed  §  1.861-3(c) 
respecting  the  statement  on  excluded 
dividends. 


~A  new  rule,  and  two  examples,  on  the 
inclusion  of  amoimts  in  gross  income  in 
the  case  of  personal  services  performed 
in  the  United  States  have  been  added  to 
§  1.861-4(b)  (1)  for  taxable  years  begin¬ 
ning  after  December  31,  1975.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  change  is  to  alleviate  the 
rigidity  of  the  rule  now  contained  in 
§  1.861-4(b).  Example  (1)  is  taken  from 
Rev.  Rul.  67-153, 1967-1  C.B.  221,  arid  ex¬ 
ample  (2)  is  taken  from  Publication  54 
(Tax  Guide  for  U.S.  Citizens  Abroad), 
1975  edition. 

Proposed  §  1.862-1  (a)  has  been  re¬ 
vised  to  include  a  rule  that  interest  paid 
on  an  obligation  of  a  nonresident  of  the 
United  States  by  a  resident  of  the  United 
States  acting  in  his  capacity  as  a  guar¬ 
antor  of  the  obligation  of  the  nonresi¬ 
dent  will  be  treated  as  income  from 
sources  without  tiie  United  States.  It  is 
base^  in  principle  on  Rev.  Rul.  70-377, 
1970-2  C.B.  175,  and  §  1.861-2(a)  (5). 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  considera¬ 
tions,  the  amendments  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  as  proposed  are  hereby  eidopted, 
subject  to  the  changes  set  forth  below: 

Paragraph  1.  Section  1.861,  as  set  forth 
In  paragraph  1  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  is  revised  as  follows: 

(1)  The  word  “and”  at  tlie  end  of 
paragraph  (a)(1)  (F)  is  deleted, 

(2)  A  comma  followed  by  the  word 
“and”  is  added  in  lieu  of  the  period  at 
the  end  of  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (G) , 

(3)  New  paragraph  (a)(1)(H)  is 
added, 

(4)  The  last  sentence  of  paragraph 
(c)  is  changed,  and 

(5)  The  historical  note  at  the  end  of 
§  1.861  is  changed. 

These  revised  and  added  provisions 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

Par.  2.  Section  1.861-2,  as  set  forth  in 
paragraph  2  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  is  revised  as  follows: 

(1)  Paragraph  (a)  is  changed, 

(2)  The  term  “(A)  Through  (F)”  ap¬ 
pearing  in  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph 
(b)  is  revised  to  read  “(A)  through  (H)”, 

(3)  The  term  “January  1,  1976”  ap¬ 
pearing  in  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph 
(b)  (1)  (i)  is  revised  to  read  “January  1, 
1977”, 

(4)  Paragraph  (b)  (1)  (i)  (a)  is 
changed, 

(5)  The  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (b) 
(l)(iii)  is  changed, 

(6)  The  first  sentence  of  paragraph 
(b)  (2)  is  changed. 

(7)  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  is  changed, 

(8)  New  subparagraph  (6)  ia-added  to 
paragraph  (b), 

(9)  Paragraph  (c)  (4)  (li)  is  changed, 

(10)  New  paragraph  (c)  (4)  (iii)  is 
added,  and 

(11)  Paragraph  (d)  is  changed. 

These  revised  and  added  provisions 

read  as  set  forth  bdow. 

Par.  3.  Section  1.861-3,  as  set  forth  In 
paragraph  3  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  is  revised  as  follows: 

(1)  Paragraph  (a)  (3)  (i)  is  changed, 

(2)  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  is  changed,  and 

(3)  Paragrs4>h  (c)  is  changed. 

These  revised  provisions  read  as  set 

forth  below. 


Par.  4.  The  amendment  of  §  1.861-4, 
as  set  forth  in  paragraph  4  of  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking,  is  changed  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)  and  by  adding  a 
revision  of  paragraph  (b).  The  revised 
and  added  provisions  read  as  set  forth 
below. 

Par.  5.  The  amendment  of  §  1.862-1, 
as  set  forth  in  paragraph.  7  of  the  notice 
of  proposed  ridemaking,  is  changed  to 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

Par.  6.  The  amendment  of  §  1.895-1,  as 
set  forth  in  paragraph  11  of  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking,  is  changed  by 
revising  paragraphs  (b)  and  (e)  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

Par.  7.  The  amendment  of  §  1.1441-4, 
as  set  forth  in  paragraph  15  of  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking,  is  changed  to 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  7805,  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
(68A  Stat.  917;  26  UR.C.  7806) ) 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Commissioner. 

Approved?  September  25, 1975. 

Charles  M.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  , 
Treasury. 

Paragraph  1.  Section  1.861  is  amended 
by  revising  all  of  section  861(a)(1)  ex¬ 
cept  the  part  prec^ng  paragraph  (A) 
thereof,  by  revising  subsection  (a)  (2) 
(B)  and  (C)  and  (3)  (C)  (U)  of  section 
861,  by  adding  new  subparagraph  (D) 
to  section  861(a)  (2) ,  by  adding  new  sub¬ 
sections  (c).  (d),  and  (e)  to  section 
861,  and  by  revising  the  historical  note, 
as  follows: 

§  1.861  Statutory  provisions;  income 
from  sources  within  the  United 
States. 

Sec.  801.  Income  from  sources  toithin  the 
United  States — (a)  Gross  income  from 
sources  within  United  States.  •  •  * 

(1)  Interest.  •  *  • 

(A)  Interest  on  amoxmts  described  in  sub¬ 
section  (c)  received  by  a  nonresident  alien 
individual  or  a  foreign  corporation,  11  such 
Interest  is  not  effectively  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  within  the 
United  States, 

(B)  Interest  received  from  a  resident  alien 
Individual  or  a  domestic  corporation,  when 
It  Is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  or  his  delegate  that  less  than  20  percent 
of  the  gross  Income  from  all  sources  of  such 
Indlvidusd  or  such  corporation  has  been  de¬ 
rived  from  sources  within  the  United  States, 
as  determined  under  the  provisions  of  this 
part,  for  the  3-year  period  ending  with  the 
close  of  the  taxable  year  of  such  Individual 
or  such  corporation  preceding  the  payment 
of  such  Interest,  or  for  such  part  of  such 
period  as  may  be  applicable, 

(C)  Interest  received  from  a  foreign  cor¬ 
poration  (other  than  interest  paid  or  credited 
by  a  domestic  branch  of  a  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion,  If  such  branch  Is  engaged  In  the  com¬ 
mercial  banking  business) ,  when  It  Is  shown 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate  that  less  than  60  percent  of  the 
gross  Income  from  aU  sources  of  such  foreign 
corporation  for  the  3-year  period  ending  with 
the  close  of  its  taxable  year  preceding  the 
payment  of  such  Interest  (or  for  such  part 
of  such  period  as  the  corporation  has  been 
In  existence)  was  effectively  coimected  with 
the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  within 
the  United  States, 
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(D)  In  the  case  of  Interest  received  from  a 
foreign  corporation  (other  than  Interest  paid 
or  credited  by  a  domestic  branch  of  a  for¬ 
eign  corporation,  If  such  branch  is  engaged 
In  the  commercial  banking  business) ,  50  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  gross  Income  of  which 
from  all  sources  for  the  3 -year  period  ending 
with  the  close  of  Its  taxable  year  preceding 
the  payment  of  such  Interest  (or  for  such 
part  of  such  period  as  the  corporation  has 
been  In  existence)  was  effectively  connected 
with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business 
within  the  United  States,  an  amount  of  such 
Interest  which  bears  the  same  ratio  to  such 
Interest  as  the  gross  Income  of  such  foreign 
corporation  for  such  period  which  was  not 
effectively  connected  with  the  conduct  of  a 
trade  or  business  within  the  United  States 
bears  to  Its  gross  Income  from  all  sources, 

(E)  Income  derived  by  a  foreign  central 
bank  of  issue  from  bankers’  acceptances, 

(F)  Interest  on  deposits  with  a  foreign 
branch  of  a  domestic  corporation  or  a  domes¬ 
tic  partnership.  If  such  branch  is  engaged 
In  the  commercial  banking  business, 

(Q)  Interest  on  a  debt  obligation  which 
was  part  of  an  Issue  with  respect  to  which 
an  election  has  been  made  under  section  4912 
(c)  and  which,  when  Issued  (or  treated  as  Is¬ 
sued  under  section  4912(c)(2)),  had  a  ma¬ 
turity  not  exceeding  15  years  and,  when  is¬ 
sued,  was  purchased  by  one  or  more  under¬ 
writers  with  a  view  to  distribution  through 
resale,  but  only  with  respect  to  Interest  at¬ 
tributable  to  periods  after  the  date  of  such 
election,  and 

(H)  Interest  on  a  debt  obligation  which 
was  part  of  an  Issue  which — 

(I)  Was  part  of  an  issue  outstanding  on 
April  1,  1971, 

(II)  Was  guaranteed  by  a  United  States 
person, 

(III)  Was  treated  under  chapter  41  as  a 
debt  obligation  of  a  foreign  obligor, 

(iv)  As  of  Jime  30,  1974,  had  a  maturity 
of  not  more  than  15  years,  and 

(v)  When  Issued,  was  purchased  by  one 
or  more  underwriters  for  the  purpose  of  dis¬ 
tribution  through  resale. 

(2)  Dividends.  •  •  •  ‘ 

(B)  From  a  foreign  corporation  unless  less 
than  SO  percent  of  the  gross  income  from  all 
sources  of  such  foreign  corporation  for  the 
8-year  period  ending  with  the  close  of  Its 
taxable  year  preceding  the  declaration  of  such 
dividends  (or  for  such  part  of  such  period  as 
the  corporation  has  been  In  existence)  was 
effectively  connected  with  the  conduct  of  a 
trade  or  business  within  the  United  States; 
but  only  In  an  amount  which  bears  the  same 
ratio  to  such  dividends  as  the  gross  income 
of  the  corporation  for  such  period  which  was 
effectively  connected  with  the  conduct  of  a 
trade  or  business  within  the  United  States 
bears  to  its  gross  Income  from  all  sources; 
but  dividends  (other  than  dividends  for 
which  a  deduction  is  allowable  under  section 
245(b) )  from  a  foreign  corporation  shall,  for 
purposes  of  subpart  A  of  part  ni  (relating  to 
foreign  tax  credit) ,  be  treated  as  Income  from 
sources  without  the  United  States  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  (and  only  to  the  extent)  exceeding  the 
amount  which  Is  100/85ths  of  the  amormt  of 
the  deduction  allowable  under  section  245  in 
respect  of  such  dividends,  or 

(C)  From  a  foreign  corporation  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  such  amount  Is  required  by  section 
243(d)  (relating  to  certain  dividends  from 
foreign  corporations)  to  be  treated  as  divi¬ 
dends  from  a  domestic  corporation  which  Is 
subject  to  taxation  under  this  chapter,  and  to 
such  extent  subparagraph  (B)  shall  not  apply 
to  such  amount,  or 

(D)  From  a  DISC  or  former  DISC  (as  de¬ 
fined  In  section  992(a) )  except  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  attributable  (as  determined  under  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  or  his  dele¬ 
gate)  to  qualified  export  receipts  described  in 


section  993(a)  (1)  (other  than  interest  and 
gains  described  In  section  995(b)  (1) ). 

(3)  Personal  services.  •  •  • 

(C)  •  •  • 

(11)  An  individual  who  is  a  citizen  or  resi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  a  domestic  part¬ 
nership,  or  a  domestic  corporation.  If  such 
labor  or  services  are  performed  for  an  office 
or  place  of  btislness  maintained  in  a  foreign 
country  or  in  a  possession  of  the  United 
States  by  such  Individual  partnership,  or  cor¬ 
poration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Interest  on  deposits,  etc.  For  purposes 
of  subsection  (a)(1)(A),  the  amounts  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  subsection  are — 

(1)  Deposits  with  persons  carrying  on  the 
banking  business, 

(2)  Deposits  or  withdrawable  accounts 
with  savings  Institutions  chartered  and  su¬ 
pervised  as  savings  and  loan  or  similar  as¬ 
sociations  under  Federal  or  State  law,  but 
only  to  the  extent  that  amounts  paid  or 
credited  on  such  deposits  or  accounts  are 
deductible  under  section  591  (determined 
without  regard  to  section  265)  in  computing 
the  taxable  income  of  such  institutions,  and 

(3)  Amounts  held  by  an  insurance  com¬ 
pany  under  an  agreement  to  pay  interest 
thereon. 

Effective  with  respect  to  amounts  paid  or 
credited  afted  December  31,  1976,  subsection 
(a)(1)(A)  and  this  subsection  shall  cease 
to  apply. 

(d>  Special  rules  for  application  of  para¬ 
graphs  (1)(B),  (J)(C),  (1)(D),  and  (2)  (B) 
of  subsection  (a) — (1)  New  entities.  For  p\ir- 
poses  of  paragraphs  (1)  (B),  (1)  (C),  (1)  (D), 
and  (2)  (B)  of  subsection  (a),  if  the  resident 
alien  individual,  domestic  corporation,  or  for¬ 
eign  corporation,  as  the  case  may  be,  has  no 
gross  income  from  any  source  for  the  3-year 
period  (or  part  thereof)  specified,  the  20  per¬ 
cent  test  or  the  50  percent  test,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  be  applied  with  respect  to  the 
taxable  year  of  the  payor  in  which  payment 
of  the  interest  or  dividends,  as  the  case  may 
be.  Is  made. 

(2)  Transition  rule.  For  purposes  of  para¬ 
graphs  (1)(C).  (1)(D),  and  (2)  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (a),  the  gross  Income  of  the  foreign 
corporation  for  any  period  before  the  first 
taxable  year  beginning  after  December  31, 
1966,  which  is  effectively  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  within  the 
United  States  is  an  amount  equal  to  the  gross 
Income  for  such  period  from  sources  within 
the  United  States. 

(e)  Election  to  treat  income  from  certain 
aircraft  and  vessels  as  income  from  sources 
within  the  United  States — (1)  In  general. 
For  purposes  of  subsection  (a)  and  section 
862(a),  If  a  taxpayer  owning  an  aircraft  or 
vessel  which  is  section  38  property  (or  would 
be  section  38  property)  but  for  section  48(a) 
(5)  leases  such  aircraft  or  vessel  to  a  United 
States  person,  other  than  a  member  of  the 
same  controlled  group  of  corporations  (as 
de'fined  in  section  1563)  as  the  taxpayer, 
and  if  such  aircraft  or  vessel  is  manufactured 
or  constructed  in  the  United  States,  the  tax¬ 
payer  may  elect,  for  any  taxable  year  ending 
after  the  commencement  of  such  lease,  to 
treat  all  amounts  includible  in  gross  Income 
with  respect  to  such  aircraft  or  vessel 
(whether  during  or  after  the  period  of  any 
such  lease) ,  including  gain  from  sale  or  other 
disposition  of 'such  aircraft  oe  vessel,  as 
income  from  sources  within  the  United 
States. 

(Sec.  861  as  amended  by  sec.  3(b),  Act  of 
Sept.  14,  1960  (Pub.  L.  86-779,  74  Stat.  998); 
sec.  9(c),  Rev.  Act  1962  (76  Stat.  1001); 
sec.  102  (a),  (b),  and  (c),  F(»relgn  Invest<KS 
Tax  Act  1966  (80  Stat.  1541,  1543);  sec.  435 
(a).  Tax  Reform  Act  1969  (83  Stat.  625); 


sec.  3(a)(2),  Interest  Equalization  Tax  Ex¬ 
tension  Act  1971  (85  Stat.  15);  secs.  314(a) 
and  503,  Rev.  Act  1971  (85  Stat.  528,  550); 
secs.  8  and  9  (a) ,  Act  of  Jan.  3,  1975  (Pub.  L. 
93-625,  88  Stat.  2116)  ] 

Par.  2.  Section  1.861-2  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows; 

§  1.861—2  Interest. 

(a)  Irt  general.  (1)  Gross  income  con¬ 
sisting  of  interest  from  the  United  States 
or  any  agency  of  instrumentality  thereof 
(other  than  a  possession  of  the  United 
States  or  an  agency  or  instrumentality 
of  a  possession) ,  a  State  or  any  political 
subdivision  thereof,  or  the  Distfict  of 
Columbia,  and  interest  from  a  resident  of 
the  United  Stages  on  a  bond,  note,  or 
other  interest-bearing  obligation  issued 
or  assumed  by  such  person  shall  be 
treated  as  income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States.  Thus,  for  example, 
income  from  sources  within  the  United 
States  includes  interest  received  on  any 
refimd  of  income  tax  imposed  by  the 
United  States,  a  State  of  any  political 
subdivision  thereof,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Interest  other  than  that  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  paragraph  is  not  to  be 
treated  as  income  from  sources  within  , 
the  United  States. 

(2)  The  term  “resident  of  the  United 
States”,  as  used  in  this  paragitmh,  in¬ 
cludes  (i)  an  individual  who  at  the  time 
of  payment  oi  the  interest  is  a  resident 
of  the  United  States,  (ii)  a  domestic  cor¬ 
poration,  (iii)  a  domestic  partnership 
which  at  any  time  during  its  taxable 
year  is  engaged  in  trade  or  business  in 
the  United  States,  or  (iv)  a  foreign  cor¬ 
poration  or  a  foreign  partnership,  which 
at  any  time  during  its  taxable  year  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  trade  or  business  in  the  United 
States. 

(3)  The  method  by  which,  or  the  place 
where,  pasrment  of  the  interest  is  made 
is  immaterial  in  determining  whether 
interest  is  derived  from  sources  within 
the  United  States. 

(4)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  “interest”  includes  all  amounts 
treated  as  interest  under  section  483,  and 
the  regulations  thereimder.  It  also  in¬ 
cludes  original  issue  discoimt.  sis  defined 
in  section  1232(b)(1),  whether  or  not 
the  imderijdng  bond,  debenture,  note, 
certificate,  or  other  evidence  of  indebt¬ 
edness  is  a  cairital  sisset  in  the  hands  of 
the  taxpayer  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  1221. 

(5)  If  interest  is  psdd  on  an  obligation 
of  a  resident  of  the  United  States  by  a 
nonresident  of  the  United  States  acting 
in  the  nonresident’s  csmacity  as  a  guar¬ 
antor  of  the  obligation  of  the  resident, 
the  interest  will  be  treated  as  income 

'  from  sources  within  the  United  Stsdes. 

(6)  In  the  csise  of  interest  received  by 
a  nonresident  alien  individual  or  for¬ 
eign  corporation  this  parsigraph  (a)  ap¬ 
plies  whether  or  not  the  Interest  is  effec¬ 
tively  connected  for  the  taxable  year  with 
the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States  by  such  individual  or  cor- 
poratlcm. 

(b)  Interest  not  derived  from  VJS. 
sources.  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (a) 

of  this  section,  interest  shall  be  treated 

V. 
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as  income  from  sources  without  the 
United  States  to  the  extent  provided  by 
subparagraphs  (A)  through  (H) .  of  sec¬ 
tion  861(a)  (1)  and  by  the  following  sub- 
paragraphs  of  this  paragraph. 

(1)  Interest  on  ‘bank  deposits  and  on 
similar  amounts,  (i)  Interest  paid  or 
credited  before  January  1, 1977,  to  a  non¬ 
resident  alien  individual  or  foreign  cor¬ 
poration  on — 

(a)  Deposits  with  persons,  including 
citizens  of  the  United  States  or  alien  in¬ 
dividuals  and  foreign  or  domestic  part¬ 
nerships  or  corporations,  carrying  on  the 
banking  business  in  the  United  States, 

(b)  Deposits  or  withdrawable  accounts 
with  savings  institutions  chartered  and 
supervised  as  savings  and  loan  or  similar 
associations  under  Federal  or  State  law, 
or 

(c)  Amounts  held  by  an  insurance 
company  under  an  agreement  to  pay  in¬ 
terest  thereon, 

shall  be  treated  as  Income  from  sources 
without  the  United  States  if  such  lirterest 
is  not  effective  connected  for  the  tax¬ 
able  year  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or 
business  in  the  United  States  by  such 
nonresident  alien  individual  or  foreign 
corporation.  If  such  interest  is  effectively 
connected  for  the  taxable  year  with  the 
conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States  by  such  nonresident  alien 
individual  or  foreign  corporation,  it  shall 
be  treated  as  income  from  soxirces  within 
the  United  States  under  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  unless  it  is  treated  as  inccnne 
from  sources  without  the  United  States 
under  another  subparagraph  of  this 
paragnu^h.  For  a  special  rule  for  deter¬ 
mining  whether  such  interest  is  effec¬ 
tively  connected  for  the  taxable  year  with 
the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States,  see  paragraph  (c)  (1)  (ii) 
or  S  1.864r^ 

(ii)  Subdivision  (i)  (b)  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph  applies  to  interest  on  deposits  or 
withdrawable  accoimts  described  therein 
only  to  the  extent  that  the  interest  paid 
or  credited  by  the  savings  institution  de¬ 
scribed  therein  is  deductible  under  sec¬ 
tion  591  in  determining  the  taxable  in¬ 
come  of  such  institution;  and,  for  this 
purpose,  whether  an  amount  is  deductible 
imder  section  591  shall  be  determined 
without  regard  to  section  265,  relating  to 
deductions  allocable  to  tax-exempt  in¬ 
come.  Thus,  for  example,  such  subdivi¬ 
sion  does  not  apply  to  amounts  paid  by 
a  savings  and  loan  or  similar  association 
on  or  with  respect  to  its  nonwlthdraw- 
able  capital  stock  or  on  or  with  respect 
to  funds  hdd  in  restricted  accotmts 
which  represent  a  pre^rietary  interest  in 
such  associatiom  Subdivision  (i)  (b)  of 
this  subparagraph  also  applies  to  so- 
called  dividends  paid  or  credited  on  de¬ 
posits  or  withdrawaUe  accounts  if  such 
dividends  are  deductible  under  section 
591  without  reference  to  section  265. 

(iU)  For  purposes  of  subdivision  (i)  (c) 
of  this  subparagraph,  amounts  held  by 
an  insurance  company  under  an  agree¬ 
ment  to  pay  interest  theioon  include 
policyholder  dividends  left  with  the  com¬ 
pany  to  accumulate,  prepaid  insurance 
premiums,  proceeds  of  policies  left  on  de¬ 


posit  with  the  company,  and  overcharges 
of  premiums.  Such  subdivision  does  not 
apply  to  (a)  the  so-called  “interest  ele¬ 
ment”  in  the  case  of  annuity  or  install¬ 
ment  payments  under  life  insurance  or 
endowment  contracts  or  (b)  interest  paid 
by  an  insmance  company  to  its  creditors 
on  notes,  bonds,  or  similar  evidences  of 
indebtedness,  if  the  debtor-creditor  re¬ 
lationship  does  not  arise  by  virtue  of  a 
contract  of  insurance  with  the  insurance 
company. 

(iv)  For  purposes  of  subdivision  (1)  of 
this  subparagraph,  interest  received  by 
a  partnership  shall  be  treated  as  received 
by  each  partner  of  such  partnership  to 
the  extent  of  his  distributive  share  of 
such  item. 

(2)  Interest  from  a  resident  alien  in¬ 
dividual  or  domestic  corporation  deriv¬ 
ing  substantial  income  from  sources 
without  the  United  States.  Interest 
received  from  a  resident  alien  indi¬ 
vidual  or  a  domestic  corporation  shall 
be  treated  as  income  from  sources 
without  the  United  States  when  it  is 
shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  district 
director  (or,  if  applicable,  the  Director 
of  International  Operations)  that  less 
than  20  percent  of  the  gross  income 
from  all  sources  of  such  individual  or  cor¬ 
poration  has  been  derived  from  sources 
within  the  United  States,  as  deter¬ 
mined  under  the  provisions  of  sections 
861  to  863,  inclusive,  and  the  regulations 
tliereunder,  for  the  3 -year  period  ending 
,  with  the  close  of  the  taxable  year  of  such 
individual  or  corporation  preceding  its 
taxable  year  in  which  such  interest  is 
paid  or  credited,  or  for  such  part  of  such 
period  as  may  be  applicable.  If  20  percent 
or  more  of  the  gross  income  from  all 
sources  of  such  individual  or  corporation 
has  been  derived  from  sources  within  the 
United  States,  as  so  determined,  for  such 
3-year  period  (or  part  thereof) ,  the  en¬ 
tire  amoimt  of  the  interest  from  such  in¬ 
dividual  or  corporation  shall  be  treated 
as  income  from  sources  within  the 
United  States. 

(3)  Interest  from  a  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion  not  deriving  major  portion  of  its  in¬ 
come  from  a  U.S.  business,  (i)  Interest 
from  a  foreign  c(xi)oration  which,  at  any 
time  during  the  taxable  year,  is  engaged 
in  trade  or  business  in  the  United  States 
shall  be  treated  as  income  from  sources 
without  the  United  States  when  it  is 
^own  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  district 
director  (or,  if  applicable,  the  Director 
of  International  Operations)  that  (a) 
less  than  50  percent  of  the  gross  income 
from  all  sources  of  such  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion  for  the  3-year  period  ending  with  the 
close  of  its  taxable  year  preceding  its  tax¬ 
able  year  in  which  such  interest  is  paid  or 
credited  (or  for  such  part  of  such  period 
as  the  corporation  has  been  in  exist¬ 
ence)  was  effectively  connected  with  the 
conduct  by  such  corporation  of  a  trade 
or  bu^ess  in  the  United  States,  as  de¬ 
termined  under  section  864(c)  and 
i  1.864-3,  or  (b)  such  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion  had  gross  income  for  such  3-year 
period  (or  part  thereof)  but  none  was 
effectivdy  connected  with  the  conduct 
of  a  trade  or  business  in'  the  United 
States. 


(ii)  If  50  percent  or  more  of  the  gross 
income  from  all  sources  of  such  foreign 
corporation  for  such  3-year  period  (or 
part  thereof)  was  effectivtiy  connected 
with  the  conduct  by  such  corporation  of 
a  trade  or  business  in  the  United  States, 
see  section  861(a)  (1)  (D)  and  paragraph 
(c)(1)  of  this  section  for  determining 
the  portion  of  interest  from  such  corpo¬ 
ration  which  is  treated  as  income  from 
somces  within  the  United  States. 

(iii)  For  pxirposes  of  this  subparagraph 
the  gross  income  which  is  effectively  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or 
business  in  the  United  States  includes  the 
gross  income  which,  pursuant  to  section 
882  (d)  or  (e)  and  the  regulations  there- 
xmder,  is  treated  as  income  which  is  ef¬ 
fectively  connected  with  the  conduct  of 
a  trade  or  business  in  the  United  States. 

(iv)  This  subparagraph  does  not  ap¬ 
ply  to  interest  paid  or  crated  after 
December  31,  1969,  by  a  branch  in  the 
United  States  of  a  foreign  emporation  if, 
at  the  time  of  payment  or  crediting,  such 
branch  is  engaged  in  the  commerciid 
banking  business  in  the  United  States; 
furthermore,  such  interest  is  treated  un¬ 
der  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  as  in¬ 
come  from  sources  within  the  United 
States  unless  it  is  treated  as  income  from 
sources  without  the  United  States  under 
subpckragraph  (1)  or  (4)  of  this  para¬ 
graph. 

(4)  Bankers’  acceptances.  Interest  de¬ 
rived  by  a  foreign  central  bank  of  issue 
from  bankers’  acceptances  shall  be  treat¬ 
ed  as  income  from  souces  without  the 
United  States.  For  this  purpose,  a  for¬ 
eign  central  bank  of  issue  is  a  bank  which 
is  by  law  or  government  sanction  the 
principal  authority,  other  than  the  gov¬ 
ernment  itself,  issuing  instruments  in¬ 
tended  to  circulate  as  currency.  Such  a 
bank  is  generally  the  custodian  of  the 
banking  reserves  of  the  country  under 
whose  laws  it  is  organized. 

(5)  Foreign  banking  branch  of  a  do¬ 
mestic  corporation  or  partnership.  In¬ 
terest  paid  or  credited  on  deposits  with  a 
branch  outside  tiie  United  States  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  section  7701(a)(9))  of  a  do¬ 
mestic  corporation  or  of  a  domestic  part¬ 
nership  shall  be  treated  as  income  from 
sources  without  the  United  States  if.  at 
the  time  of  payment  or  crediting,  such 
branch  is  engaged  in  the  commerdid 
banking  business.  For  purposes  ol  sp- 
plying  this  subparagraph,  it  is  immate¬ 
rial  (i)  whether  the  domestic  corpora¬ 
tion  or  domestic  partnertitip  is  carry¬ 
ing  on  a  banking  business  in  the  United 
States,  (ii)  whether  the  reciident  of  the 
Interest  is  a  citizen  or  resident  of  the 
United  States,  a  foreign  corporation,  or 
a  foreign  partnership,  (iii)  whether  the 
interest  is  effectively  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States  by  the  recipient,  or  (iv) 
whether  the  deposits  with  toe  branch  lo¬ 
cated  outside  toe  United  States  are  pay¬ 
able  in  toe  currency  of  a  foreign  country. 
Notwithstanding  toe  provisions  of 
1 1.863-6,  interest  to  which  this  subpara¬ 
graph  applies  shall  be  treated  as  income 
from  sources  within  toe  foreign  country, 
possession  of  the  United  States,  or  other 
territory  in  which  toe  branch  is  located. 
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(6)  Section  4912(c)  debt  obligations — 

(i)  In  general.  Under  section  861(a)  (1) 

(G) .  interest  on  a  debt  obligation  shall 
not  be  treated  as  income  from  sources 
within  the  United  States  if — 

(a)  The  debt  obligation  was  part  of  an 
issue  of  debt  obligations  with  respect  to 
which  an  election  has  been  made  under 
section  4912  (c)  (relating  to  the  treatment 
of  such  debt  obligations  as  debt  obliga¬ 
tions  of  a  foreign  obligor  for  purposes  of 
the  interest  equalization  tax) , 

(b)  The  debt  obligation  h^  a  matu¬ 
rity  not  exceeding  15  years  (within  the 
meaning  of  subdivision  (ii)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph)  on  the  date  it  is  originally 
issued  or  on  the  date  it  is  treated  under 
section  4912(c)  (2)  as  issued  by  reason  of 
being  assiuned  by  a  certain  domestic  cor¬ 
poration, 

(c)  The  debt  obligation,  when  origi¬ 
nally  issued,  was  pimchased  by  one  or 
more  imderi^ters  (within  the  meaning 
of  subdivision  (iii)  of  this  subparagraph) 
with  a  view  to  distribution  through  resale 
(within  the  meaning  of  subdivision  (iv) 
of  this  subparagraph) ,  and 

(d)  The  interest  on  the  debt  obliga¬ 
tion  is  attributable  to  periods  after  the 
effective  date  of  an  election  under  sec¬ 
tion  4912(c)  to  treat  such  debt  obliga¬ 
tions  as  debt  obligations  of  a  foreign, 
obligor  for  purposes  of  the  interest  equal¬ 
ization  tax. 

(ii)  Maturity  not  exceeding  15  years. 
The  date  the  debt  obligation  is  issued  or 
treated  as  Issued  is  not  included  in  the 
15  year  computation,  but  the  date  of 
maturity  of  the  debt  obligation  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  such  computation. 

(iii)  Purchased  by  one  or  more  under¬ 
writers.  For  purposes  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph,  ihe  debt  obligation  when  origin- 
sJly  issued  will  not  be  treated  as  pur¬ 
chased  by  one  or  more  underwriters  im- 
less  the  imderwrlter  purchases  the  debt 
obligation  for  his  own  account  and  bears 
the  risk  of  gain  or  loss  on  resale.  Thus, 
for  example,  a  debt  obligation,  when  or¬ 
iginally  issued-,  will  not  be  treated  as  pur¬ 
chased  by  one  or  more  underwriters  if  the 
underwriter  acts  only  in  the  capacity  of 
an  agent  of  the  issuer.  Neither  will  a  debt 
obligation,  when  originally  issued,  be 
treated  as  purchased  by  one  or  more  un¬ 
derwriters  if  the  agreement  between  the 
underwriter  and  issuer  is  merely  for  a 
“best  efforts”  underwriting,  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  by  the  imderwriter  of  all  or  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  debt  obligations  remaining 
unsold  at  the  expiration  of  a  fixed  period 

,  of  time,  or  for  any  other  arrang^nent 
under  the  terms  of  which  the  d^t  obliga¬ 
tions  are  not  purchased  by  the  under¬ 
writer  with  a  view  to  distirbution  through 
'resale.  The  fact  that  an  underwriter  is 
related  to  the  issuer  will  not  prevent  the 
underwriter  from  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  subparagraph.  In  determin¬ 
ing  whether  a  related  underwriter  meets 
the  requironents  of  this  subparagnq;^ 
consideration  shall  be  given  to  whether 
the  purchase  by  the  imderwriter  of  the 
debt  obligation  frmn  the  issuer  for  re¬ 
sale  was  effected  by  a  transaction  subject 
to  oonditimis  similar  to  those 
would  have  bear  imposed  b^ween  inde¬ 
pendent  persons. 


(iv)  With  a  view  to  distribution 
througfy  resale,  (a)  An  underwriter  who 
purcha^  a  debt  obligation  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  purchased  it  with  a  view 
to  distribution  through  resale  if  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  (b)  or  (c)  of  this  subdivi¬ 
sion  (iv)  are  met. 

(b)  The  requirement  of  this  subdivi¬ 
sion  (b)  is  that — 

(1)  The  debt  obligation  is  registered, 
approved,  or  listed  for  trading  on  one 
or  more  foreign  securities  exchanges  or 
foreign  established  securities  markets 
within  4  months  after  the  date  on  which 
the  underwriter  purchases  the  debt  ob¬ 
ligation,  or  by  the  date  of  the  first  in¬ 
terest  payment  on  the  debt  obligation, 
whichever  is  later,  or 

(2)  The  debt  obligation,  or  any  sub¬ 
stantial  portion  of  the  issue  of  which  the 
debt  obligation  is  a  part,  is  actually 
traded  on  one  or  more  foreign  securities 
markets  on  or  within  15  calendar  days 
after  the  date  on  which  the  underwriter 
purchases  the  debt  obligation. 

For  purposes  of  this  subdivision  (iv),  a 
foreign  established  securities  market  in¬ 
cludes  any  foreign  over-the-counter 
market  as  refiected  by  the  existence  of 
an  inter-dealer  quotation  system  for  reg¬ 
ularly  disseminating  to  brokers  and 
dealers  quotations  of  obligations  by  iden¬ 
tified  brokers  or  dealers,  other  than  quo¬ 
tations  prepared  and  distributed  by  a 
broker  or  dealer  in  the  regular  course  of 
his  business  and  containing  only  quota¬ 
tions  of  such  broker  or  dealer. 

(c)  The  requirements  of  this  subdivi¬ 
sion  (c)  are  that,  except  as  provided  in 
(d)  of  this  subdivision,  the  underwriter 
is  under  no  written  or  implied  restriction 
imposed  by  the  issuer  with  respect  to 
whom  he  may  resell  the  debt  obligation 
and  either — 

(1)  Within  30  calendar  days  after  he 
purchased  the  debt  obligation  the  under¬ 
writer  or  underwriters  either  (i)  sold  it 
or  (ii)  sold  at  least  95  percent  of  the  face 
amount  of  the  issue  of  which  the  debt 
obligation  is  a  part,  or 

(2)  (i)  The  debt  obligation  is  evidenced 
by  an  instrument  which,  under  the  laws 
of  the  jurisdiction  in  which  it  is  issued,  is 
either  negotiable  or  transferable  by  as¬ 
signment  (whether  or  not  it  is  registered 
for  trading),  and  (ii)  it  appears  from 
aU  the  relevant  facts  and  circumstances, 
including  any  written  statements  or  as¬ 
surances  made  by  the  piu-chasing  under¬ 
writer  or  underwriters,  that  such  debt 
obligation  was  purchas^  with  a  view  to 
distribution  through  resale. 

(d)  The  requirements  of  (c)  of  this 
subdivision  may  be  met  whether  or  not 
the  underwriter  is  restricted  from  resell¬ 
ing  the  debt  obligations — 

(1)  To  a  United  States  person  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  section  7701(a)  (30) )  or 

(2)  To  any  particular  person  or  persons 
pursuant  to  a  restriction  Imposed  by,  or 
required  to  be  met  in  order  to  comply 
with.  United  States  or  foreign  securi¬ 
ties  or  other  law. 

(V)  Statement  with  return.  Any  tax¬ 
payer  who  is  required  to  file  a  tax  return 
and  who  excludes  from  gross  income  in¬ 
terest  of  the  type  specified  in  this  sub- 


paragraph  must  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section. 

(vl)  Effect  of  termination  of  lET.  If 
the  interest  equalization  tax  expires,  the 
provisions  of  section  861(a)  (1)  (G)  and 
this  subparagraph  shall  apply  to  interest 
paid  on  debt  obligations  only  with,  respect 
to  which  a  section  4912(c)  election  was 
made. 

(vii)  Definition  of  term  underwriter. 
For  purposes  of  section  861(a)  (1)  (G) 
and  this  subparagraph,  the  term  “under¬ 
writer”  shall  mean  any  underwriter  as 
defined  in  section  4919(c)  (1). 

(c)  Special  rules— (1)  Proration  of  in¬ 
terest  from  a  foreign  corporation  deriv¬ 
ing  major  portion  of  its  income  from 
U.S.  business.  If,  after  applying  the  first 
sentence  of  paragraph  (b)  (3)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  to  interest  to  which  that  paragraph 
applies,  it  is  determined  that  the  Interest 
may  not  be  treated  as  income  from 
sources  without  the  United  States,  the 
umount  of  the  interest  from  the  foreign 
corporation  which  at  some  time  during 
the  taxable  year  is  engaged  ir.  trade  or 
business  in  the  United  States  which  is 
to  be  treated  as  income  from  sources 
within  the  United  States  shall  be  the 
amount  that  bears  the  ssune  ratio  to  such 
interest  as  the  gross  income  of  such  for¬ 
eign  corporation  for  the  3-year  period 
ending  with  the  close  of  its  taxable  year 
preceding  its  taxable  year  in  which  such 
interest  is  paid  or  credited  (or  for  such 
part  of  such  period  as  the  corporation 
has  been  in  existence)  which  was  effec¬ 
tively  connected  with  the  conduct  by 
such  corporation  of  a  trade  or  business  in 
the  United  States  bears  to  its  gross  in¬ 
come  from  all  sources  for  such  period. 

(2)  Payors  having  no  gross  income  for 
period  preceding  taxable  year  of  pay¬ 
ment.  If  the  resident  alien  individual, 
domestic  corporation,  or  foreign  cor¬ 
poration,  as  the  case  may  be,  paying  in¬ 
terest  has  no  gross  income  from  any 
source  for  the  3-year  period  (or  part 
thereof)  specified  in  subparagraph  (2) 
or  (3)  of  paragraph  (b)  cT  this  section,  or 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  the 
20-percent  test  or  the  50-percent  test,  or 
the  apportionment  formula,  as  the  case 
may  be,  described  in  such  subparagraph 
shsJl  be  applied  solely  with  respect  to  Uie 
taxable  year  of  the  payor  in  which  the 
Interest  is  paid  or  credited.  This  subpara¬ 
graph  applies  whether  the  lack  of  gross 
income  for  the  3-year  period  (or  part 
thereof)  stems  from  i.^e  ousiness  in¬ 
activity  of  the  payor,  from  the  fact  that 
th payor  is  a  corporation  which  is  newly 
created  or  organized,  or  from  any  other 
cause. 

(3)  Transitional  rule.  For  purposes  of 
applying  paragraph  (b)  (3)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  and  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  gross  income  of  the  foreign 
corporation  for  any  period  before  the 
first  taxable  year  begiiming  af  to:  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1966,  which  is  from  sources  within 
the  United  States  (determined  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  sectlims  861  through  863,  and 
the  regulations  thereunder,  as  in  effect 
immediately  before  amendment  by  sec¬ 
tion  102  of  the  Fordgn  Investors  Tax  Act 
of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-809,  80  Stat.  1541)) 
shall  be  treated  as  gross  income  for  such 
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period  which  is  effectively  connected  with 
the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States  by  such  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion. 

(4)  Gross  income  determinations.  In 
making  determinations  under  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  or  (3)  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  or  subparagraph  (1)  or  (3) 
of  this  paragraph — 

(i)  The  gross  income  of  a  domestic 
corporation  or  a  resident  alien  individ¬ 
ual  is  to  be  determined  by  excluding  any 
items  specifically  excluded  from  gross 
income  under  chapter  1  of  the  Code,  and 

(ii)  The  gross  income  of  a  foreign 
corporation  which  is  effectively  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  of  a  tirade  or 
business  in  the  United  States  is  to  be 
determined  under  section  882(b)  (2)  and 
by  excluding  any  items  specificalhr  ex¬ 
cluded  from  gross  income  under  chapter 
1  of  the  Code,  and 

(iii)  The  gross  income  from  all  sources 
of  a  foreign  corporation  is  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  without  regard  to  secticm  882(b) 
and  without  excluding  any  items  other¬ 
wise  specifically  excluded  fn»n  gross  in¬ 
come  under  chapter  1  of  the  Code. 

(d)  Statement  with  return.  Any  tax¬ 
payer  who  is  required  to  file  a  return 
and  applies  any  provision  of  this  secticm 
to  exclude  an  amount  of  Interest  from 
his  gross  income  must  file  with  his  return 
a  statement  setting  forth  the  amoimt  so 
excluc^,  the  date  of  its  receipt,  the  name 
and  address  of  the  obligor  of  the  interest, 
and,  if  known,  the  location  of  the  rec¬ 
ords  which  substantiate  the  amount  of 
the  exclusi(Ni.  A  statement  from  the  ob¬ 
ligor  setting  forth  such  information  and 
indicating  the  amount  of  interest  to  be 
treated  as  income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States  may  be  used  for  this 
purpose.  See  §§  1.6012-l(b)  (1)  (i)  and 
1.6012-2(g)(l)  (1). 

(e)  Effective  date.  This  section  applies 
with  respect  to  taxable  years  beginning 
after  December  31, 1866.  For  correspond¬ 
ing  rules  applicable  to  taxable  years  be¬ 
ginning  before  January  1,  1967,  see  26 
CFR  1.861-2  (Rev.  as  of  Jan.  1.  1972). 

Par.  3.  Section  1.861-3  is  amended  by 
revising  ixiragraph  (a)  (3) ,  by  redesig¬ 
nating  paragraph  (b)  as  paragraph  (c) , 
by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (b) ,  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (c)  as  so  redesignated, 
and  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (d). 
These  revised  and  added  provisions  read 
as  follows: 

§  1.861—3  Dividends. 

(a)  General.  •  •  • 

(3)  Dividend  from  a  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion — (i)  In  general,  (a)  A  dividend  de¬ 
scribed  In  this  subparagraph  is  a  divi¬ 
dend  from  a  foreign  corporation  (other 
than  a  dividend  to  which  subpart^rai* 
(4)  of  this  paragraph  applies)  imless 
less  than  50  percent  of  the  gross  Income 
from  an  somces  of  such  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion  for  the  8-year  period  ending  with 
the  close  of  its  taxable  year  preceding 
the  taxable  year  in  which  ocems  the 
declaration  of  such  dividend  (or  for  such 
part  of  such  period  as  the  corporation 
has  been  in  existmee)  was  effectively 
connected  with  the  conduct  by  such  cor¬ 


poration  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States,  as  determined  rmder  sec¬ 
tion  864(c)  and  S  1.864-3.  Thus,  no  por- 
ti(m  of  a  dividend  from  a  forei^  corpo¬ 
ration  shall  be  treated  as  income  from 
soxuces  within  the  United  States  under 
section  861  (a)  (2)  (B)  if  less  than  SO 
percent  of  the  groups  income  of  such  for¬ 
eign  corporation  from  all  soiu*ces  for 
such  3-year  period  (or  part  thereof)  was 
effectively  connected  with  the  con¬ 
duct  of  a  trade  or  business  hi  the  United 
States  or  if  such  foreign  corporation  had 
gross  income  for  such  3-year  period  (or 
part  thereof)  but  none  was  effectively 
connected  with  the  conduct  by  such  cor¬ 
poration  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States. 

(b)  If  50  percent  or  more  of  the  gross 
Income  from  all  sources  of  such  foreign 
corporation  for  such  3-year  period  (or 
part  thereof)  was  effectively  connected 
with  the  conduct  by  such  corporation  of 
a  trade  or  business  in  the  United  States, 
the  amount  of  the  dividend  which  is  to 
be  treated  as  income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States  under  section  861(a) 
(2)  (B)  shall  be  the  amount  that  bears 
the  same  ratio  to  such  dividend  as  the 
gross  income  of  such  foreign  corporation 
for  such  3-year  period  (or  part  thereof) 
which  was  effectively  connected  with  the 
conduct  by  such  corporation  of  a  trade 
or  business  in  the  United  States  bears  to 
its  gross  income  from  all  sources  for  such 
period. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  subdivision 
(i) ,  the  gross  income  which  is  effectively 
connected  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or 
business  in  the  United  States  includes 
the  gross  income  which,  piusuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  882  (d)  or  (e) ,  is  treated  as  income 
which  is  effectively  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States. 

(ii)  Rule  applicable  in  applying  limita¬ 
tion  on  amount  of  foreign  tax  credit.  For 
purposes  of  det^mining  under  section 
904  the  limitation  upon  the  amount  of  the 
foreign  tax  credit —  * 

(a)  So  much  of  a  dividend  from  a  for- 
eigm  corporation  as  exceeds  (and  only 
to  the  extent  it  so  exceeds)  the  amoimt 
which  is  100/85ths  of  the  amount  of  the 
deduction  allowaUe  imder  section  245 

(a)  in  respect  of  such  dividend,  plus 

(b)  An  amount  which  bears  the  same 
proportion  to  any  section  78  dividend 
to  which  the  dividend  from  the  foreign 
corporation  gives  rise  as  the  amoimt  of 
the  excess  determined  under  (a)  of  this 
subdivision  bears  to  the  total  amount  of 
the  dividend  from  the  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion, 

shall,  notwithstanding  subdivision  (i)  of 
this  subparagraph,  be  treated  as  Income 
from  sources  without  the  United  States. 
This  subdivision  applies  to  a  dividend  for 
which  no  dividends-rec^ved  deduction  is 
allowed  under  section  S45  or  for  which 
the  85  percent  dividends-received  deduc¬ 
tion  is  allowed  under  section  245(a)  but 
does  not  apply  to  a  dividend  for  which  a 
deduction  is  allowable  under  section  245 

(b)  .  All  of  a  dividend  for  which  the  100 
percent  dividends-received  deduction  Is 
allowed  under  section  245(b)  shall  be 


treated  as  Income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States  for  purposes  of  deter¬ 
mining  under  section  904  the  limitation 
upon  the  amoimt  of  the  foreign  tax 
credit.  If  the  amount  of  a  distribution  of 
property  other  than  money  (constituting 
a  dividend  under  section  316)  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  applying  section  301(b)  (1)  (C) , 
such  amoimt  must  be  used  as  the  divi¬ 
dend  for  purposes  of  appl3dng  (a)  of  this 
subdivision  even  though  the  amount  used 
for  purposes  of  section  245(a)  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  applying  section  301(b)(1) 
(B).  In  making  determinations  under 
this  subdivision,  a  dividend  (other  than 
a  section  78  diiddend  referred  to  in  (b) 
of  this  subdivision)  shall  be  determined 
without  regard  to  section  78. 

(iii)  Illustrations.  The  application  of 
this  subparagraph  may  be  illustrated  by 
the  following  examples : 

Example  (1).  D,  a  domestic  corporatkai, 
owns  80  percent  of  the  outstanding  stock 
of  M,  a  foreign  manufacturing  corporation. 
M,  which  makes  Its  rettuns  on  the  basis  of 
the  calendar  year/  has  earnings  and  profits 
of  8200,000  for  1971  and  60  percent  of  its 
gross  Income  for  that  year  is  effectively  con¬ 
nected  for  1971  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade 
or  business  in  the  United  States.  For  an  un¬ 
interrupted  period  of  36  months  ending  on 
December  31.  1970,  M  has  been  engaged  In 
trade  or  business  In  the  United  States  and 
hsus  received  gross  Income  effectively  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  busi¬ 
ness  in  the  United  States  amounting  to  60 
percent  of  its  gross  Income  from  all  sources 
for  such  period.  The  only  distribution  by  M 
to  D  for  1971  Is  a  cash  dividend  of  $100,000; 
of  this  amormt,  $60,000  ($100,000  x  60%)  is 
treated  under  subdivision  (1)  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph  as  Income  from  sources  within  the 
United  States,  and  $40,000  ($100,000— $60,- 
000)  is  treated  imder  S  1.862-1  (a)  (2)  as  in¬ 
come  from  sources  without  the  United  States. 
Accordingly,  under  section  246(a),  D  is  en¬ 
titled  to  a  dividends-received  deduction  of 
$51,000  ($60,000  x  85%),  and  imder  subdivi¬ 
sion  (11)  of  this  subparagraph  $40,000  ($100,- 
000— ($51,000x100/85])  is  treated  as  in¬ 
come  from  sources  without  the  United  States 
for  purposes  of  determining  under  section 
904(a)  (1)  or  (2)  the  limitation  upon  the 
amount  of  the  foreign  tax  credit. 

Example  (2).  (a)  Ihe  facts  are  the  same  as 
in  example  (1)  except  that  the  distribution 
for  1071  consists  of  property  which  has  a 
fair  market  value  of  $100,000  and  an  adjusted 
basis  of  $30,000  in  M’s  hands  immediately 
before  the  distribution.  The  amount  of  the 
dividend  under  section  316  is  $58,(X)0,  deter¬ 
mined  by  applying  section  801(b)(1)  (C)  as 
follows:  _ 

Portion  of  adjusted  basis  of  property 
attributable  to  gross  income  of  M 
effectively  connected  for  1971  with 
conduct  of  trade  or  business  in 
United  States  ($30,000  X  60%)-.  $18,000 
Portion  of  fair  market  value  of  prop¬ 
erty  atbdbutable  to  gross  income 
of  M  not  effectively  connected  for 
1971  with  conduct  of  trade  or  busi¬ 
ness  In  United  States  ($100,000  X 
40%)  _  40,000 


Total  dividend -  58, 000 

(b)  Of  the  total  dividend,  $844K)0  ($58;- 
000x80%  (percentage  applicMfie  to  3-year 
period) )  is  treated  under  subdivision  (i)  of 
this  subparagraph  as  income  from  sources 
within  the  United  Stetes,  and  $28,200  ($68,- 
000x40%)  is  treated  under  i  1JB62-1  (a)  (2) 
as  income  from  sources  without  Uie  United 
States.  However,  by  reason  of  section  246(c) 
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the  adjusted  basis  of  the  property  ($30,- 
000)  Is  used  under  section  245(a)  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  dividends-received  deduction. 
Thus,  under  section  245 (a),  D  is  entitled  to 
a  dividends-received  d^uction  of  $15,300 
($30,000  X  80  %  X85%  ) . 

(c)  Under  subdivision  (ii)  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph,  the  amount  of  the  dividend  tor  pur- 
poeM  of  applying  (a)  of  that  subdivision  is 
the  amount  ($58,000)  determined  by  S4>ply- 
Ing  seetlon  301(b)(1)(C)  rather  than  the 
amount  ($30,000)  determined  by  applying 
section  301(b)(1)(B).  Accordingly,  imder 
subdivision  (11)  of  this  subparagraph  $40,000 
($58,000^  [$15,300x100/85])  is  treated  as 
income  from  sources  without  the  United 
States  for  purposes  of  determining  under 
section  904  (a)  (1)  or  (2)  the  limitation  upon 
the  amount  of  the  foreign  tax  credit. 

Example  (3).  (a)  D,  a  domestic  corpora¬ 
tion  which  makes  its  returns  on  the  basis 
of  the  calendar  year,  owns  100  percent  of 
the  outstanding  stock  of  N,  a  foreign  cor¬ 
poration  which  is  not  a  less  developed  coun¬ 
try  corporation  under  section  902(d),  N, 
which  makes  its  returns  on  the  basis  of 
the  calendar  year,  has  total  gross  income  for 
1971  of  $100,000,  of  which  $80,000  (including 
$60,000  from  sources  within  foreign  country 
X)  is  effectively  connected  for  that  year  with 
the  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States.  For  1971  N  is  assumed  to  have 
paid  $27,000  of  income  taxes  to  country  X 
and  to  have  accumulated  profits  of  $81,000 
lor  purposes  of  section  902(c)(1)(A),  N*s 
accumulated  profits  in  excess  of  foreign  in¬ 
come  taxes  amount  to  $54/)00.  For  1971  D 
receives  a  cash  dividend  of  $42,000  from  N, 
which  is  D’s  only  income  for  that  year. 

(b)  For  1971  D  chooses  the  benefits  of  the 
foreign  tax  credit  under  section  901,  and 
as  a  result  is  required  imder  section  78  to 
include  in  gross  income  an  amoimt  equal 
to  the  foreign  income  taxes  of  $21,000 
($27,000  x$42,000/$54,000)  it  ia  deemed  to 
have  paid  under  section  002(a)(1),  Thus, 
assuming  no  other  deductions  for  the  taxable 
year,  D  has  gross  income  of  $63,000  ($42,000+ 
$21,000)  for  1971  less  a  dividends-received 
deduction  under  section  245(a)  of  $28,560 
([$42,000X$80,000/$100,000]X8S%),  or  tax¬ 
able  income  for  1971  of  $34,440.  - 

(c)  Under  subdivision  (ii)  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph,  for  purposes  of  determining  under 
section  904(a)  (1)  or  (2)  the  limitation  upon 
the  amount  of  the  foreign  tax  credit,  $12,600 
is  treated  as  income  from  sources  without 
the  United  States,  determined  as  follows; 

Excess  of  dividend  from  M  over 

amount  which  is  100/85ths  of 

amount  of  sec.  245 (a)  deduction 

($42,000- [$28,560x100/85])  . $8,400 

Proportionate  part  sec.  78  dividend 

($21,000  X$8.400/$42,000) . .  4,200 


Taxable  income  from  sources 

without  the  United  States.  _  12, 600 

Example  (4).  A,  an  individual  citizen  of 
the  United  States  who  makes  his  return  on 
the  basis  of  the  calendar  year,  receives  in 
1971  a  cash  dividend  of  $10,000  from  M,  a 
foreign  corporation,  which  makes  its  return 
on  the  basis  of  the  calendar  year.  For  the  3- 
year  period  ending  with  1970  M  has  .been 
engaged  in  trade  or  business  in  the  United 
States  and  has  received  gross  income  effec¬ 
tively  connected  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade 
or  business  in  the  United  States  amounting 
to  80  percent  of  its  gross  income  from  all 
sources  for  such  period.  Of  the  total  dividend, 
$8,000  ($10,000  X  80%)  la  treated  imder  sub¬ 
division  (1)  of  this  subparagraph  as  income 
from  sources  within  the  United  States  and 
$2,000  ($10,000-$8,000)  is  treated  under 
{  1.862-1  (a)  (2)  as  income  from  sources  with¬ 
out  the  United  States.  Since  under  section 
245  no  dividends  received-deduction  is  allow¬ 


able  to  an  individual,  A  Is  entitled  under  sub¬ 
division  (ii)  of  this  subparagraph  to  treat 
the  entire  dividend  of  $10,000  ($10,000—  [$0  x 
100/85])  as  income  from  sources  without  the 
United  States  for  purposes  of  determining 
under  section  904(a)  (1)  or  (2)  the  limita¬ 
tion  upon  the  amount  of  the  foreign  tax 
credit. 

(b)  Special  rules — (1)  Foreign  cor¬ 
poration  having  no  gross  income  for  pe¬ 
riod  preceding  declaration  of  dividend. 
If  the  foreign  corporation  has  no  gross 
income  from  any  source  for  the  3-year 
period  (or  part  thereof)  specified  in  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  (3)  (i)  of  this  section,  the  50- 
percent  test,  or  the  apportionment  for¬ 
mula,  Z  ',  the  case  may  be,  described  in 
such  paiagraph  shall  be  applied  solely 
with  respect  to  the  taxable  year  of  such 
corporation  in  which  the  declaration  of 
the  dividend  occurs.  This  subparagraph 
applies  whether  the  lack  of  gross  lncc»ne 
for  the  3-year  period  (or  part  thereof) 
stems  from  the  business  inactivity  of  the 
foreign  corporation,  from  the  fact  Uiat 
such  corporation  is  newly  created  or  or¬ 
ganized,  or  from  any  other  cause. 

(2)  Transitional  rule.  For  purposes  of 
applying  paragraph  (a)  (3)  (i)  of  this 
section,  the  gross  income  of  the  foreign 
cmporatlon  for  any  period  before  the 
first  taxable  year  begiiming  after  De¬ 
cember  31,  1966,  which  is  from  sources 
within  the  United  States  (determined 
as  provided  by  sections  861  through  863, 
and  the  regulations  thereunder,  as  in 
effect  immediately  before  amendment  by 
section  102  of  the  Foreign  Investors  Tax 
Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-809,  80  Stat. 
1541) )  shall  be  treated  as  gross  Income 
for  such  period  which  is  effectively  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or 
business  within  the  United  States  by 
such  foreign  corporation. 

(3)  Gross  income  determinations.  In 
making  determinations  under  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  m:  (3)  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  or  subparagraph  (2)  of  this 
paragraph— 

(i)  The  gross  income  of  a  domestic 
corporation  is  to  be  determined  by,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  items  specifically  excluded 
from  gross  Income  imder  chapter.  1  of 
the  Code. 

(ii)  The  gross  income  of  a  foreign 
*  corporation  which  is  effectively  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  of  a  trade  or 
business  in  the  United  States  is  to  be 
determined  under  section  882(b)  (2)  and 
by  excluding  any  items  specifically  ex¬ 
cluded  from  gross  income  under  chap¬ 
ter  1  of  the  Code,  and 

(iii)  The  gross  income  from  all  sources 
of  a  foreign  corporation  is  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  without  regard  to  section  882(b) 
and  without  excluding  any  items  other¬ 
wise  i^>ecifically  excluded  from  gross  in- 
CMue  under  chapter  1  of  the  Code. 

(c)  Statement  with  return.  Any  tax¬ 
payer  who  is  required  to  file  a  return 
and  applies  any  provision  of  this  section 
to  exclude  any  dividend  from  his  gross 
inemne  must  file  with  his  return  a  state¬ 
ment  setting  forth  the  amount  so  ex¬ 
cluded,  the  date  of  its  receipt,  the  name 
and  address  of  the  corporation  paying 
the  dividend,  and,  if  known,  the  locaUon 
of  the  records  which  substantiate  the 


amount  of  the  exclusion.  A  statement 
from  the  paying  corporation  setting 
forth  such  information  and  indicating 
the  amount  of  the  dividend  to  be  treated 
as  income  from  sources  within  the 
United  States  may  be  used  for  this  pur¬ 
pose.  See  §5 1.9012-l(b)(l)(i)  and 
1.6012-2(g)(l)(i). 

(d)  Effective  date.  This  section  ap¬ 
plies  with  respect  to  dividends  receiv^ 
or  accrued  after  December  31,  1966.  For 
corresponding  rules  applicable  with  re¬ 
spect  to  dividends  received  or  accrued 
before  January  1,  1967,  see  26  CPR 
1.861-3  (Rev.  as  of  Jan.  1,  1972). 

Par.  4.  Section  1.861-4  is  amended  by 
revising  peuragraph  (a)  and  by  adding  a 
new  paragraiffi  (d) ,  as  follows: 

§  1.861—4  Compensation  for  labor  or 
personal  services. 

(a)  In  general.  (1)  Gross  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States  in¬ 
cludes  compensation  for  labor  or  per¬ 
sonal  services  performed  in  the  United 
States  irrespective  of  the  residence  of 
the  payer,  the  place  in  which  the  con¬ 
tract  for  service  was  made,  or  the  place 
or  time  of  payment;  except  that  such 
compensation  shall  be  deemed  not  to 
be  income  frexn  sources  within  the 
Uhlted  States,  if — 

(1)  The  ]ab(u:  or  services  are  per¬ 
formed  by  a  nonresident  alien  individual 
temporsudly  present  in  the  United  States 
for  a  period  or  periods  not  exceeding  a 
total  of  90  days  during  his  taxable 
year, 

(ii)  The  compensation  for  such  labor 
or  services  does  not  exceed  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate  a  gross  amount  of  $3,000,  and 

(ill)  The  compensation  is  for  labor  or 
services  performed  as  an  employee  of, 
or  under  any  form  of  contract  with — 

(a)  A  nonresident  alien  individual, 
foreign  partnership,  or  foreign  corpora¬ 
tion,  not  engaged  in  trade  or  business 
within  the  United  States,  or 

(b)  An  individual  who  is  a  citizen  or 
resident  of  the  United  States,  a  domestic 
psutnership,  or  a  domestic  corporation, 
if  such  labor  or  services  are  performed 
for  an  office  or  place  of  business  main¬ 
tained  in  a  foreign  country  or  in  a  pos¬ 
session  of  the  United  States  by  such  in¬ 
dividual,  partnership,  or  corporation. 

(2)  As  a  general  rule,  the  term  “day”, 
as  used  in  subparagraph  (l)(i)  of  this 
paragraph,  means  a  calender  day  during 
any  portion  of  which  the  nonresident 
alien  individual  is  physically  present  in 
the  United  States. 

(3>  Solely  for  purposes  of  applying 
this  paragraph,  the  nonresident  alien 
individual,  foreign  partnership,  or  for¬ 
eign  corporation  for  which  the  non¬ 
resident  alien  individual  is  performing 
personal  services  in  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  considered  to  be  engaged 
In  trade  or  business  In  the  United  States 
by  reason  of  the  performance  of  such 
services  by  such  individual. 

,  (4)  In  determining  for  purposes  of 
subparagraph  (l)(ii)  of  this  paragraph 
whether  cmnpensation  received  by  the 
nonresident  alien  individual  exceeds  in 
the  aggregate  a  gross  amount  of  $3,000. 
any  amounts  received  by  the  individual 
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from  an  employer  as  advances  or  re¬ 
imbursements  for  travel  expenses  in¬ 
curred  on  behalf  of  the  employer  shah 
be  omitted  from  the  compensation  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  individual,  to  the  extent  of 
expenses  incurred,  where  he  was  required 
to  accoimt  and  did  accoimt  to  his  em¬ 
ployer  for  such  expenses  and  has  met  the 
teste  for  such  accoimting  provided  in ' 

§  1.162-17  and  paragraph  (e)  (4)  of 
§  274-5.  If  advances  or  reimburse¬ 
ments  exceed  such  expenses,  the  amount 
of  the  excess  shall  be  included  as  com¬ 
pensation  for  perscmal  services  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  such  subparagraph.  Pensions 
and  retirement  pay  attributable  to  labor 
or  personal  services  performed  in  the 
United  States  are  not  to  be  taken  into 
accoimt  for  purposes  of  subparagraph 

(1)  (li)  of  this  paragraph.  (5)  For  defini¬ 
tion  of  the  term  “United  States",  when 
used  in  a  geographical  sense,  see  sections 
638  and  7701(a)  (9). 

(b)  Amount  includible  in  gross  in- 
corne — (1)  Taxable  years  beginning  after 
December  31,  1975.  (i)  If  a  specific 
amoimt  is  paid  for  labor  or  personal 
services  performed  in  the  United  States, 
that  amount  (if  income  from  sources 
within  the  United  States)  shall  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  gross  income.  If  no  accu¬ 
rate  allocation  or  segregation  of  compen¬ 
sation  for  labor  or  personal  services  per¬ 
formed  in  the  United  States  can  be  made, 
or  when  such  labor  or  service  is  per¬ 
formed  partly  within  and  partly  without 
the  United  States,  the  amount  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  gross  income  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  basis  that  most  correctly 
reflects  the  proper  source  of  Income  un- 
dtf  the  facte  and  circumstances  of  the 
particular  case.  In  many  cases  the  facts 
and  circumstances  will  be  such  that  an 
apportionment  on  the  time  basis  will  be 
acceptable,  that  is,  the  amount  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  gross  income  will  be  that 
amount  which  bears  the  same  relation  to 
the  total  compensation  as  the  munber  of 
dasrs  of  performance  of  the  labor  or  serv¬ 
ices  within  the  United  States  bears  to  the 
total  number  of  days  of  performance  of 
labor  or  services  for  which  the  payment 
is  made.  In  other  cases,  the  facte  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  will  be  such  that  another 
method  of  apportionment  will  be 
acceptable. 

(il)  The  application  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph  may  be  illustrated  by  the  following 
examples: 

Example  {!).  B,  a  nonresident  alien  indi¬ 
vidual,  was  employed  by  M  from  March  1, 
1076,  to  June  12,  1976,  a  total  of  104  days,  for 
which  he  received  compensation  in  the 
amount  of  $124140.  During  that  period  B  was 
present  in  the  United  States  59  days.  Under 
his  contract  B  was  subject  to  call  at  all  timea 
by  his  employer  ahd  was  In  a  payment  status 
on  a  7-day  week  basis.  There  was  no  speclfio 
agreement  as  to  the  amount  of  pay  for  serv¬ 
ices  performed  within  the  United  States; 
moreover,  he  received  his  stipulated  salary 
payments  regardless  of  the  number  of  days 
per  week  he  actually  performed  services.  Un¬ 
der  these  clrc\unstances  the  amount  of  com¬ 
pensation  to  be  Included  in  gross  income  as 
Income  from  sources  within  the  United  States 
will  be  $6,943.86  ($12,240  Z  59/104). 

I  Example  (2).  C,  a  citizen  of  the  United 
I  States,  was  a  resident  of  a  foreign  country 


during  his  entire  tazable  year.  He  is  em¬ 
ployed  by  N.  a  domestic  corporation,  and 
paid  a  salary  of  $17,000  per  annum.  Under 
his  contract  C  is  required  to  work  only  on  a 
0-day  week  basis,  Monday  through  Friday. 
During  1976  he  was  in  the  United  States  for 
6  weeks,  performing  services  therein  for  N 
for  80  work  days.  During  the  year  he  worked 
240  days  for  N  for  which  payment  was  made, 
determined  by  eliminating  his  vacation  pe¬ 
riod  for  which  no  payment  was  made.  Under 
these  circtunstances  the  amount  of  compen¬ 
sation  for  personal  services  performed  in  the 
United  States  is  $2,200  ($17,600  x  30/240) . 

(2)  Taxable  years  beginning  before 
January  1,  1976.  If  a  specific  amount  is 
paid  for  labor  or  personal  services  per¬ 
formed  in  the  United  States,  that 
amount  (if  income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States)  shall  be  included  in 
the  gross  income.  If  no  accurate  alloca¬ 
tion  or  segregation  of  compensation  for 
labor  or  personal  services  performed  in 
the  United  States  can  be  made,  or  when 
such  labor  or  service  is  performed  partly 
within  and  partly  without  the  United 
States,  the  amount  to  be  included  in  the 
gross  income  shall  be  determined  by  an 
apportionment  on  the  time  basis;  that 
is,  there  shall  be  included  in  the  gross 
income  an  amount  which  bears  the  same 
relation  to  the  total  compensation  as 
the  number  of  days  of  performance  of 
the  labor  or  services  within  the  United 
States  bears  to  the  total  number  of  days 
of  performance  of  labor  or  services  for 
which  the  payment  is  made. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(d)  Effective  date.  ITiis  section  applies 
witii  respect  to  taxable  years  beginning 
after  December  31, 1966.  For  correspond¬ 
ing  rules  applicable  to  taxable  years  be¬ 
ginning  before  January  1,  1967,  see  26 
CTFR  1.861-4  (Rev.  as  of  Jan.  1, 1972) . 

Par.  5.  Section  1.861-5  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.861—5  Rentals  and  royalties. 

Gross  income  from  sources  within  the 
United  States  includes  rentals  or  royal¬ 
ties  from  property  located  in  the  United 
States  or  from  any  interest  in  such  prop¬ 
erty,  including  rentals  or  royalties  for 
the  use  of,  or  for  the  privilege  of  using, 
in  the  United  States,  patents,  copyrights, 
secret  processes  and  formulas,  good  will, 
trademarks,  trade  brands,  franchises, 
and  other  like  property.  The  income  aris¬ 
ing  from  the  rental  of  property,  whether 
tangible  or  intangible,  located  within  the 
United  States,  or  from  the  use  of  prop¬ 
erty,  whether  tangible  or  intangible, 
within  the  United  States,  is  from  sources 
within  the  United  States.  For  taxable 
years  beginning  after  December  31, 1966, 
gains  described  in  section  871  (a)  (1)  (D) 
and  section  881(a)(4)  from  the  sale  or 
exchange  after  October  4,  1966,  of  pat¬ 
ents,  copyrights,  and  other  like  property 
shall  be  treated,  as  provided  in  section 
871(e)  (2) ,  as  rentals  or  royalties  for  the 
use  of,  or  privilege  of  using,  property  or 
an  interest  in  property.  See  paragraph 

(e)  of  8  1.871-11. 

Par.  6.  Section  1.861-8  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  1.861—8  Computation  of  taxable  in¬ 
come  from  sources  within  the  United 
States. 

•  «  *  «  • 

(b)  Personal  exemptions.  The  deduc¬ 
tions  for  the  personal  exemptions  allowed 
by  section  151  or  842(b)  shall  not  be 
taken  into  accoimt  for  purposes  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  but  shall  be 
allowed  as  deductions  from  the  taxable 
income  computed  thereunder,  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  deductions  are  al¬ 
lowable  for  pmposes  of  computing  the 
taxable  income  of  the  taxpayer,  dee  sec¬ 
tions  641(b) ,  873, 904(c) ,  and  931(e) ,  and 
the  regulations  thereunder. 

•  •  •  •  * 

Par.  7.  Section  1.862-1  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.862—1  Income  specifically  from 
sources  without  the  United  States. 

(a)  Gross  income.  (1)  The  following 
items  of  gross  income  shall  be  treated  as 
income  from  sources  without  the  United 
States: 

(1)  Interest  other  than  that  specified 
in  section  861(a)  (1)  and  8 1.861-2  as  be¬ 
ing  derived  from  sources  within  the 
United  States; 

(il)  Dividends  other  than  those  de¬ 
rived  from  sources  within  the  United 
States  as  provided  in  section  861(a)  (2) 
and  8 1.861-3; 

(ill)  Compensation  for  labor  or  per¬ 
sonal  services  performed  without  the 
United  States; 

(iv)  Rentals  or  royalties  from  property 
located  without  the  United  States  or  from 
any  Interest  in  such  property,  including 
rentals  or  royalties  for  the  use  of,  or  for 
the  privilege  of  using,  without  the  United 
States,  patents,  copyrights,  secret  proc¬ 
esses  and  formulas,  good-will,  trade¬ 
marks,  trade  brands,  franchises,  and 
other  like  property; 

(V)  Gains,  profits,  and  Income  from  the 
sale  of  real  property  located  without  the 
United  States;  and 

(vi)  Gains,  profits,  and  income  derived 
from  the  purchase  of  personal  property 
within  the  United  States  and  its  sale 
without  the  United  States. 

For  rules  treating  certain  Interest  as  in¬ 
come  from  sources  without  the  United 
States,  see  paragraph  (b)  of  8  1.861-2. 
For  the  treatment  of  compensation  for 
labor  or  personal  services  performed 
partly  within  the  United  States  and 
partly  without  the  United  States,  see 
paragraph  (b)  of  8  1.861-4. 

(2)  In  applying  subparagraph  (1)  (iv) 
of  this  paragraph  for  taxable  years  be¬ 
ginning  after  December  31,  1966,  gains 
described  in  section  871(a)(1)(D)  and 
section  881(a)  (4)  frpm  the  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  after  October  4. 1966,  of  patents, 
copyrights,  and  other  like  pnH>erty  shall 
be  treated,  as  provided  in  sectiim  871(e) 

(2)  ,  as  rentals  or  royalties  for  the  use  of. 
or  privilege  of  using,  prc^rtgr  <»:  an  in¬ 
terest  in  property.  See  paragraph  (e)  of 
8  1.871-11. 

(3)  For  detomlnlng  the  time  and  place 
of  sale  of  personal  lueperty  tor  purposes 
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of  subparagraph  (IXvl)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  see  paragraph  (c)  of  §  U61-7. 

(4)  Income  derived  from  the  purchase 
of  personal  property  within  the  United 
States  and  its  sale  withhi  a  possesslCMi 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  treated  as 
derived -entirely  frwn  within  that  pos¬ 
session. 

(5)  If  interest  is  paid  on  an  obligation 
of  a  nonresident  of  the  United  States  by 
a  resident  of  the  United  States  acting  in 
the  resident’s  capacity  as  a  guarantor  of 
the  obUgation  of  the  nonresident,  the 
interest  will  be  treated  as  inc<»ne  from 
sources  without  the  United  States. 

(6)  For  rules  treating  certain  interest 
as  income  from  sources  without  the 
United  States,  see  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  1.861-2. 

(7)  For  the  treatment  of  compensa¬ 
tion  for  labor  or  personal  services  per¬ 
formed  partly  within  the  United  States 
and  partly  without  the  United  States, 
see  paragrai^  (b)  of  §  1.861-4. 

*  *  *  •  * 

Par.  8.  Section  1.863-6  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1.863—6  Income  from  sources  within 

a  foreign  country  or  possession  of  the 

United  States. 

The  principles  applied  in  §§  1.861-1  to 
1.863-5,  inclusive,  for  determining  the 
gross  and  the  taxable  income  from 
sources  within  and  without  the  United 
States  shall  generally  be  applied,  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  income  tax,  in  determining 
the  gross  and  the  taxable  income  from 
sources  within  and  without  a  foreign 
country,  or  within  and  without  a  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  United  States.  This  section 
shall  not  apply,  however,  to  the  extent 
it  is  determined  by  applying  §  1.863-3 
that  a  portion  of  the  toxable  income  is 
from  sources  within  the  United  States 
and  the  balance  of  the  taxable  Income  is 
from  sources  within  a  foreign  coimtry  or 
possession  of  the  United  States.  In  the 
application  of  this  section  the  name  of 
the  particular  foreign  country  or  posses- 
'sion  of  the  United  States  shall  be  substi¬ 
tuted  for  the  term  “United  States”,  and 
the  term  “domestic”  shall  be  construed 
to  mean  created  or  organized  in  such  for¬ 
eign  coimtry  or  possession.  In  applying 
section  861  and  the  regulations  thereun¬ 
der  for  purposes  of  this  section,  refer¬ 
ences  to  sections  243, 245,  and  931  shall  be 
excluded,  and  the  exception  in  section 
861(a)  (3)  shall  not  app^.  In  the  case  of 
any  item  of  Income,  the  income  from 
sources  within  a  foreign  country  or  pos¬ 
session  of  the  United  States  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  amount  which,  by  applying  any 
provision  of  9S  1.861-1  to  1.863-5,  inclu¬ 
sive,  without  reference  to  this  section,  is 
treated  as  income  from  sources  without 
the  United  States. 

Par.  9.  Section  1.864-2  is  amended  by 
revising  paragny^  (b)  (2)  (ii)  and  (iv> 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.864—2  Trade  or  bosmess  within  the 

United  States. 

•  •  •  «  * 

(b)  Performance  of  personal  services 
for  foreign  employer.  •  •  • 


(2)  RvHes  of  application.  •  •  * 

(ii)  Solely  for  purposes  of  applying 
this  paragr£4>h,  the  nonresident  alien 
individual,  foreign  partnership,  or 
forelEm  corporation  for  which  the  non¬ 
resident  alien  individual  is  performing 
perstmal  services  in  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  considered  to  be  engaged  in 
trade  or  business  in  the  United  States  by 
reason  of  the  performance  of  such  serv¬ 
ices  by  such  individual. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(iv)  In  determining  for  purposes  of 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph 
whether  compensation  received  by  the 
nonresident  ahen  individual  exceeds  in 
the  aggregate  a  gross  amount  of  $3,000, 
any  amounts  received  by  the  individual 
from  an  employer  as  advances  or  reim¬ 
bursements  for  travel  expenses  incurred 
on  behalf  of  the  employer  shall  be 
omitted  from  the  compensation  received 
by  the  individual,  to  the  extent  of  ex¬ 
penses  incurred,  where  he  was  required 
to  account  and  did  account  to  his  em¬ 
ployer  for  such  expenses  and  has  met  the 
tests  for  such  accounting  provided  in 
§  1.162-17  and  paragraph  (e)  (4)  of  S  1-- 
274-5.  If  advances  or  reimbursements 
exceed  such  expenses,  the  amount  of  the 
excess  shall  be  included  as  ccnnpensation 
for  pei'sonal  services  for  purposes  of  such 
subparagraph.  Pensions  and  retirement 
pay  attributable  to  personal  services 
performed  in  the  United  States  are  not 
to  be  taken  into  accoimt  for  purposes  of 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph. 

•  *  •  •  • 

Par.  10.  Section  1.895  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  section  895  and  the  historical  note 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.895  Statutory  provisions;  income 
derived  by  a  foreign  central  bank  of 
issue  from  obligations  of  the  United 
States  or  from  bank  deposits. 

Sec.  895.  Income  derived  bt/  a  foreign  cen¬ 
tral  bank  of  issue  from  obligations  of  the 
United  States  or  from  bank  deposits.  Income 
derived  by  a  foreign  central  bank  of  Issue 
from  obligations  of  the  United  States  or  of 
any  agency  at  instrumentality  thereof  (In¬ 
cluding  beneficial  interests,  participations, 
and  other  instruments  Issued  under  section 
302(c)  of  the  Federal  National  Mcsrtgage  As¬ 
sociation  Charter  Act  (12  UJS.C.  1717) )  which 
are  owned  by  such  foreign  central  bank  of 
Issue,  or  derived  from  Interest  on  deposits 
with  persons  carrying  on  the  banking  busi¬ 
ness,  shaU  not  be  Included  in  gross  income 
and  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation  under  this 
subtitle  unless  such  (^Ugatkms  or  deposits 
are  held  for,  or  uaed  In  connecttem  with,  the 
conduct  oi  commercial  banking  functions  or 
other  commercial  activities.  For  purposes  of 
the  prece^ng  sentence  the  Bank  for  Inter¬ 
national  Settienents  shaU  be  treated  as  a 
foreign  cental  bank  of  issue. 

(Sec.  895  as  added  by  sec.  1,  Act  of  May  4, 
1961  (Pub.  Ii.  87-29.  7S  Stat.  64) ;  as  amended 
by  sec.  102(a)  (4) .  Fcmlgn  Investors  Tax  Act 
1966  (80  Stat.  1543)  ] 

Par.  11.  Section  1.895-1  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 


§  1.895—1  Income  derived  by  a  foreign 

central  bank  of  issue,  or  by  Bank  for 

International  Settlements,  from  ob¬ 
ligations  of  the  United  States  or  from 

bank  deposits. 

(a)  In  general.  Income  derived  by  a 
foreign  central  bank  of  issue  from  obli¬ 
gations  of  the  United  States  or  of  any 
agaicy  or  instrumentality  thereof,  or 
from  interest  on  deposits  with  persons 
carrying  on  the  banking  business,  is  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  gross  income  of  such 
bank  and  is  exempt  from  income  tax  if 
the  bank  is  the  owner  of  the  obligations 
or  deposits  and  does  not  hold  the  obliga¬ 
tions  or  deposits  for.  Of  use  them  in 
connection  with,  the  conduct  of  a  com¬ 
mercial  banking  function  or  other  com¬ 
mercial  activity  by  such  bank.  For  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  section  and  paragrai^  (i) 
of  9  1.1441-4,  obligations  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  agency  or  instrumental¬ 
ity  thereof  include  beneficial  interests, 
participations,  and  other  instruments 
issued  under  section  302(c)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  National  Mortgage  Association 
Charter  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1717) .  See  24  CFR 
Part  1600  et  seq. 

(b)  Foreign  central  bank  of  issue.  (1) 
A  fcmign  coatxal  bank  issue  is  a  bank 
which  is  by  law  or  government  sanction 
the  principal  authority,  otho:  than  the 
govemm^t  itself,  issiUng  instruments 
intended  to  circulate  as  currency.  Such 
a  bank  is  generally  the  custodian  of  the 
banking  reserves  of  the  country  under 
whose  law  it  is  organized.  See  also  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (5)  of  9  1.861-2.  (2)  The  ex¬ 
clusion  granted  by  section  895  ap^es  to 
an  instrumMxtality  that  is  separate  from 
a  fmeign  govemmmit,  whether  or  not 
owned  in  whole  or  in  part  by  a  foreign 
government.  For  example,  foreign  banks 
organized  along  the  lines  of,  and  per¬ 
forming  functions  similar  to,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  System  qualify  as  foreign 
central  banks  of  issue  for  pujposes  of 
this  section.  (3)  The  Bank  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Settlements  shall  be  treated  as 
though  it  were  a  foreign  central  bank  of 
issue  for  purposes  of  obtaining  t^  ex¬ 
clusion  granted  by  section  895. 

(c)  Ownership  of  United  States  obli¬ 
gations  or  bank  deposits.  The  exclusion 
does  not  apply  if  the  obligations  or  bank 
deposits  from  which  the  income  is  de¬ 
rived  are  not  owned  by  the  foreign  cen¬ 
tral  bank  of  issue.  Obligations  held,  or 
deposits  made,  by  a  foreign  central  bwk 
of  issue  as  agent,  custodian,  trustee,  or  in 
any  other  fiduciary  capacity,  shall  be 
considered  as  not  owned  by  such  bank 
for  purposes  of  this  section. 

(d)  Commercial  banking  function  or 

other  commercial  activity.  The  exclusion 
applies  only  to  obligations  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  agency  or  instrumen¬ 
tality  thereof,  or  to  bank  deposits,  held 
for,  or  used  in  connection  with,  the  con¬ 
duct  of  a  central  banking  fxuicti<m  and 
not  to  obligations  or  deposits  held  for. 
or  used  in  connection  with,  the  conduct 
of  commercial  functions  or 

other  commercial  activities  by  the  for¬ 
eign  central  bank. 

(e)  Other  exclusions.  See  section  861 
(a)(1)(A)  and  9  l.861-2(b)  (1)  and  (4), 
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for  special  rules  relating  to  interest  paid 
or  credited  before  January  1,  1977,  on 
deposits  and  on  similar  amounts  and  for 
rules  on  interest  derived  frran  bankers’ 
acceptances.  For  exemption  from  with¬ 
holding  under  §  1.1441-1  on  income  de¬ 
rived  by  a  foreign  central  bank  of  issue, 
or  by  the  Bank  for  International  Set¬ 
tlements,  from  obligations  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  agency  or  instrumental¬ 
ity  thereof,  or  from  bank  deposits,  see 
§  1.1441-4  (i). 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  section  shall 
apply  with  respect  to  taxable  years  be¬ 
ginning  after  December  31, 1966.  For  cor¬ 
responding  rules  applicable  to  taxable 
years  beginning  before  January  1,  1967, 
see  26  GFR  1.85-1  (Rev.  as  of  Jan.  1, 
1972). 

Par.  12.  Section  1.902-1  is  amended 
by  revising  pragraph  (c)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.902—1  Credit  for  domestic  corporate 
shareholder  of  a  foreign  corporation 
(before  amendment  by  Revenue  Act 
of  1962). 

•  *  *  •  • 

(c)  Source  of  income  of  foreign  sub¬ 
sidiaries  and  country  to  which  tax  is 
deemed  to  be  paid.  For  the  purpose  of 
section  904(a)  (1)  (relating  to  the  per- 
country  limitation),  a  dividend  from  a 
foreign  corporation  (at  least  10  percent 
of  whose  voting  stock  is  owned  by  a  do¬ 
mestic  corporation)  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  derived  from  sources  within  the  for¬ 
eign  cotmtry  or  possession  of  the  United 
States  under  4;he  laws  of  which  such  for¬ 
eign  corporation  is  created  or  organized, 
to  the  extent  that  under , section  861(a) 
(2)  (B)  (before  amendment  by  section  9 
(c).  Revenue  Act  of  1962,  76  Stat.  1001) 
such  dividend  is  treated  as  income  from 
sources  without  the  United  States.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  for  purposes  of  section  904  all  in¬ 
come,  war  profits,  and  excess  profits  taxes 
paid,  or  deemed  to  be  paid  imder  section 
902,  by  such  foreign  corporation  to  any 
foreign  cotmtry  or  possession  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  deemed  to  be  paid 
to  the  foreign  country  or  possession 
under  the  laws  of  which  such  foreign 
corporation  is  created  or  organized. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Par.  13.  Section  1.902-3  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (d).(l)  to  read 
as  follows : 

§1.902—3  Credit  for  domestic  corporate 
shareholder  of  a  foreign  corporation 
(after  amendment  by  Revenue  Act  of 
1962). 

•  •  •  *  • 

(d)  Source  of  income  from  first-tier 
corporation  and  country  to  which  tax  is 
deemed  paid — (1)  Source  of  income.  For 
purposes  of  section  904(a)  (1)  (relating  to 
the  per-co\mtry  limitation) ,  in  the  case 
of  a  dividend  received  by  a  domestic 
shareholder  from  a  first-tier  corporation 
there  shall  be  deemed  to  be  derived  from 
sources  within  the  foreign  country  or  pos- 
sessicHi  of  the  United  States  under  the 
laws  of  which  the  first-tier  corporation  is 
created  or  organized  the  sum  of  the 


amoimts  which  under  paragraph  (a)  (3) 
(ii)  of  §  1.861-3  are  treated,  with  respect 
to  such  dividend,  as  income  from  sources 
without  the  United  States. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Par.  14.  Section  1.1441-3  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (c)  (1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.1441—3  Exceptions  and  rules  of  spe¬ 
cial  application. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Interest — (1)  Government  obliga¬ 
tions.  Withholding  is  required  under 
§  1.1441-1  in  the  case  of  interest  paid  on 
obligations  issued  on  or  after  March  1, 
1941,  by  the  United  States  or  any  agency 
or  instrumentality  thereof.  See  sectiMi 
103  and  the  regulations  thereimder,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  taxation  of  such  interest, 
and  §  1.1461-1,  relating  to  ownership 
certificates. 

*  •  •  •  • 

Par.  15.  Section  1.1441-4  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (i)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.1441—4  Exemptions  from  withhold¬ 
ing. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(i)  Income  of  foreign  central  bank  of 
issue  or  Bank  for  International  Settle¬ 
ments.  (1)  Section  895  provides  for  the 
exclusion  fnmi  gross  income  of  certain 
income  derived  by  a  foreign  central  bank 
of  issue,  or  by  the  Bank  of  International 
Settlements,  from  obligations  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  agency  or  instru¬ 
mentality  thereof  or  from  bank  deposits. 
In  the  absence  of  knowledge  that  a  for¬ 
eign  central  bank  of  issue,  or  the  Bank 
for  International  Settlements,  Is  operat¬ 
ing  without  the  scope  of  the  exclusion 
granted  by  section  895,  the  withholding 
agent  is  not  required  to  withhold  imder 
§  1.1441-1  upon  income  derived  by  such 
bank  from  obligations  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  agency  or  instrumen¬ 
tality  thereof,  or  upon  interest  derived 
from  deposits  with  persons  carrying  on 
the  banking  business,  if  the  withholding 
agent  receives  from  the  bank  a  statement 
certifying  that  the  bank — 

(1)  Is  a  foreign  c^tral  bank  of  issue, 
or  the  Bank  for  International  Settle¬ 
ments,  as  the  case  may  be, 

(ii)  Is  the  owner  of  the  obligaticms  of 
the  United  States  or  of  any  agency  or  in¬ 
strumentality  thereof,  or  the  owner  of 
such  bank  deposits,  as  the  case  may  be, 
and 

(iii)  Does  not,  and  will  not,  hold  such 
obligations  or  such  bank  deposits  for,  or 
use  them  in  connection  with,  the  con¬ 
duct  of  a  commercial  banking  function 
or  other  commercial  activity. 

(2)  A  copy  of  the  statement  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  para- 
£rraph  shall  be  forwarded  by  the  with¬ 
holding  agent  with,  and  attached  to, 
the  Form  1042S  required  by  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  §  1.1461-2  with  respect  to 
payments  of  income  made  on  such  obli¬ 
gations  or  bank  deposits  during  the  cal¬ 
endar  year. 

[PR  Doc.76-26298  PUed  9-29-75;10:02  am] 


Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  XVI— SELECTIVE  SERVICE 
SYSTEM 

PART  1622— CLASSIHCATION  RULES 
AND  PRINCIPLES 

CFR  Correction 

Section  1622.2  appearing  on  page  23  of 
the  voliune  32  CFR  Part  1600  to  End,  Re¬ 
vised  as  of  July  1,  1975  is  corrected  to 
read  in  its  entirety  as  follows : 

§  1622.2  Qasses. 

Each  registrant  shall  be  classified  in 
one  of  the  classes  established  in  this 
Part. 

[39  PR  44016,  Dec.  20,  1974] 

Basis 

The  amendatory  language  reading,  “In 
§  1622.2,  the  introductory  text  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows’’,  as  it  ap¬ 
peared  in  PR  Doc.  74-29640,  (39  FR  ' 
44015,  Dec.  20,  1974)  was  incorrectly 
stated.  The  amendatory  language  should 
have  read,  “Section  1622.2  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows”. 

Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  X— COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  1076— ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS 

Subpart — Special  Impact  Program  Policies 
and  Priorities 

The  Special  Impact  Program  adminis¬ 
tered  by  the  Community  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  is  a  national  program  estab¬ 
lished  by  statute  which  focuses  on  a 
limited  number  of  organizations  and  on 
the  community  economic  development 
approach  to  the  elimination  of  poverty. 
This  subpart  establishes  the  policy  of 
CSA’s  OflBc^  of  Ecofiomic  Development 
(OED)  with  respect  to  the  objectives, 
priorities,  and  structure  of  the  Special 
Impact  Program  and  its  CDC  grantees. 
This  policy  statement  was  developed  in 
cooperation  with  grantees  atid  repre¬ 
sents  a  landmark  effort  in  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  policy  representing  both  the 
responsibilities  of  the  administering  of¬ 
fice  and  the  recipients  of  financial  assist¬ 
ance. 

CSA  welcomes  comments  and  recom¬ 
mended  change's.  Please  address  all  cor¬ 
respondence  to  Louis  Ramirez,  Associate 
Director,  OfiBce  of  Econwnic  Develop¬ 
ment,’  Community  Services  Administra¬ 
tion,  1200-19th  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20506.  Comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  November  3, 1975. 

Effective  date.  This  subpart  is  effective 
on  or  before  November  3, 1975. 

Bert  A.  Gallegos, 
Director. 

Subpart — Spacial  Impact  Program  Policies  and 
Priorities 

Sgc« 

1076.5- 1  AppUcability. 

1076.5- 2  Piupose. 

1076.6- 3  Demonstration  aspect  of  special 

impact  program. 

1076.5-4  Role  of  Office  of  Economic  Devel¬ 
opment. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40.  NO.  1 92— THURSDAY,  OCTOBER  2,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


45437 


Sec. 

1076.5- 5  ^preclable  impact. 

1076.5- 6  Self-suffidency. 

1076.5- 7  Institution  building. 

1076.5- 6  Venture  pro&tabili^. 

1076.5- 9  Employment. 

1076.5- 10  Human  development. 

1076.5- 11  Benedclarles. 

Authobitt;  Sec.  602,  78  Sta)>.  530;  (42 
U.S.C.  2942) . 

Subpart — Special  Impact  Program  Policies 
and  Priorities 

§  1076.5—1  Applicability. 

This  subpart  applies  to  all  community 
development  corporations  (CDCs)  finan¬ 
cially  assisted  by  CSA  imder  Sections  712 
and  747  of  the  Community  Services  Act 
of  1974. 

§  1076.5—2  Purpose. 

This  subpart  establishes  the  policy  of 
CSA’s  Office  of  Economic  Development 
(OED)  with  respect  to  the  objectives, 
priorities,  and  structure  of  the  Special 
Impact  Program  and  its  CDC  grantees. 

§  1076.5-3  Demonstration  aspect  of  spe¬ 
cial  impact  program. 

(a)  The  Special  Impact  Program  is  a 
national  program,  with  certain  specified 
goals  and  objectives  established  by  stat¬ 
ute  and  with  certain  criteria  against 
which  program  performance  is  to  be 
measured.  While  the  legislation  does  not 
specify  a  rigid  program  model,  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Impact  Program  is  essentially  a  dem¬ 
onstration  program,  in  that  it  provides 
for  “special  programs  of  assistance”  to 
vpeclfic  kinds  of  organizations  (i.e.,  CDCs 
and  related  cooperatives) ,  subject  to  the 
limitation  of  tiieir  being  of  “sufficient 
size,  scope  and  duration  to  have  an  ap¬ 
preciable  impact,”  thereby  clearly  limit¬ 
ing  their  number.  Unlike  the  Commmiity 
Action  Program,  where  880  agencies  are 
funded  nationwide  to  undertake  an  al¬ 
most  unlimited  range  of  anti-poverty 
projects,  determined  by  “local  initiative”, 
the  Special  Impact  Program  focuses  only 
on  a  limited  number  of  organizations  and 
on  the  community  economic  development 
approach  to  the  elimination  of  poverty. 

(b)  Continued  designation  of  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Impact  Program  as  a  demonstraticm 
program  will  not  prevent  vigorous  pur¬ 
suit  of  additional  resources  to  enlarge 
and  strengthen  its  impact  throughout  the 
country.  It  will.  Instead,  ensure  greater 
flexibility  in  the  structure  and  goals  of 
each  CDC;  allow  expansion  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  at  a  rational  pace;  reduce  public 
expectation  of  immediate  solutions  to 
long-standing  problems;  and  result  in 
strengthening  the  concept  of  coimmmity 
economic  development  as  a  mechanism 
for  providing  access  to  economic  and  so¬ 
cial  opportunities  and  advantages. 

§  1076.5—4  Role  of  Office  of  Economic 
Development. 

(a)  Given  the  demonstration  aspect  of 
the  Special  Impact  Program,  it  is  essen¬ 
tial  that  the  Office  of  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  provide  policy  direction  to  the  CDCs 
beyond  the  technical  responsibility  of 
any  grant-making  Federal  agency  to  in¬ 
sure  that  fimds  are  properly  and  legally 


administered.  This  direction  shall  con¬ 
sist  primarily  of  establishing  overall  pro¬ 
gram  objectives  and  evaluation  criteria, 
and  of  determining  relative  priorities 
among  such  objectives.  In  exercising  its 
policy  direction  responsibilities,  however, 
OED  will  provide  maximum  opportimi- 
ties  for  CDCs  to  participate  in  the  policy 
development  process  and  to  review  and 
comment  upon  OED  proposed  policies 
prior  to  their  being  promulgated  in  final 
form. 

(b)  While  the  Title  vn  legislation 
mandates  a  policy  direction  role  for  OED, 
it  also  mandates  that  economic  develop¬ 
ment  be  pursued  through  community 
based  corporations,  responsive  to  the  res¬ 
idents  of  the  impact  area  served,  which 
furthers  the  efforts  of  the  poor  to  par¬ 
ticipate  more  effectively  in  community 
life  both  social  and  economic.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  within  the  broad  policy  parameters 
set  down  by  OED  in  compliance  with 
the  legislation,  each  CDC  must  be  ac¬ 
corded  maximmn  possible  autonomy. 
This  means  that,  consistent  with  OED 
policies  and  priorities,  the  CDC  shall  be 
free  to  develop  a  local  strategy  suited  to 
local  needs  and  conditions  for  commu¬ 
nity  economic  development,  including  the 
fre^om  ■  to  request  exceptions  to  OED 
policies  where  the  CDC  can  demonstrate 
that  such  policies  conflict  with  the  par¬ 
ticular  ne^  of  the  impact  area.  This 
means  that,  subject  to  the  agreements 
negotiated  with  OED  during  the  fimding 
(or  refunding)  process,  as  represented  by 
the  approved  budget  and  work  program, 
the  CDC  shall  be  free  to  manage  its  pro¬ 
gram  over  the  course  of  the  grant  period 
without  interference  in  its  day-to-day 
operations  and  without  changes  In  the 
operating  groimd  rules  or  conditions  gov¬ 
erning  the  grant,  unless  agreed  to  be  the 
CDC.  Finally,  this  means  that,  to  the 
extent  permitted  by  statutory  limitations, 
grant  conditions,  and  OED  procedures 
regidating  the  release  of  venture  capital 
funds,  the  CDC  shall  be  free  to  control 
the  resources  committed  to  it.  Including 
the  re-allocation  of  resources  as  needed 
to  meet  changing  conditions  and  pro¬ 
gram  requirements. 

§  1076.5—5  Appreciable  ipapact. 

(a)  Special  Impact  areas  face  severe 
shortages  of  income,  jobs,  skilled  human 
resources  and,  perhaps  more  Important, 
viable  Institutions  responsive  to  the  needs 
of  impact  area  residents  and  capable  of 
meeting  the  staggering  challenges  posed 
by  impact  area  problems. 

(b)  The  ultimate  goal  of  the  Special 
Impact  Program  Is,  of  course,  to  achieve 
parity  between  the  impact  areas  and  the 
areas  surrounding  them,  to  correct  the 
tremendous  imbalance  in  Institutional 
capacity,  income,  jobs  and  hiiman  re¬ 
sources.  It  is  clear,  however,  that  this 
kind  of  parity  cannot  be  attained  in  any¬ 
thing  like  the  short  term  by  the  Special 
Impact  Program  or  by  any  other  com¬ 
munity  economic  development  effort  now 
on  the  horizon. 

(c)  Mcnreover,  the  legislative  objective 
of  “appreciable  Impact”  should  not  be 
equated  with  this  ultimate  goal.  Ap¬ 


preciable  impact,  in  statutory  terms,  is  to 
be  directed  toward  “arresting  tendencies 
toward  dependency,  chronic  unemploy¬ 
ment  and  community  deterioi|ition” 
(emphasis  added).  In  other  words,  ap¬ 
preciable  impact  will  occur  not  when 
parity  has  been  achieved — that  is,  not 
when  the  ultimate  goal  of  eliminating 
poverty  is  attained — but  when  current 
economic,  social,  and  institutional  trends 
have  been  reversed,  at  that  point  when 
the  continued  downward  spiral  of  dete¬ 
rioration  has  been  halted  and  the  long, 
upward  climb  begun. 

(d)  Appreciable  impact  will  thus  be 
measured  by  a  variety  of  indicators  with 
respect  to  characteristic  “tendencies” 
that  have  been  “arrested”;  by^  the  net 
infiow,  rather  than  outflow,  of 'jobs  and 
income  into  the  impact  area;  by  the 
establishment  of  profitable  ventures  and 
property  developments  which  will  attract 
private  capital  into  the  impact  area;  by 
the  increase  in  skilled  manstgers  and 
workers  in  the  impact  area;  and  by  re¬ 
ductions  in  unemployment  and  public 
assistance  rolls. 

"'(e)  These  indicators  should  not  nor¬ 
mally  be  expected  to  occur  simultane¬ 
ously,  since  some  are  essentially  precon¬ 
ditions  to  others.  Thus,  a  stable,  viable 
CDC  itself,  measured  by  the  presence  of 
active,  representative  boards;  competent, 
responsive  staff;  and  broad-based  sup¬ 
port  in  and  ties  to  the  impact  area,  is  an 
initial  indicator  that  progress  toward 
appreciable  impact  is  bcdng  made. 

(f)  Secondly,  successful  venture  and 
property  developments  which  give  the 
CDC  and  its  efforts  visibility  and  credi¬ 
bility  are  subsequent  indicators.  This 
should  be  followed  by  increases  in  private 
capital  investment,  based  on  the  CDC’s 
own  initial  successes.  Only  when  these 
indicators  are  present  should  measurable 
impacts  on  employment,  income,  and 
public  assistance  dependency  of  the  pro¬ 
gram’s  primary  beneficiaries  be  antici¬ 
pated. 

§  1076.5—6  Sdf-sufficiency. 

'  (a)  Title  vn  requires  that  CDC  pro¬ 
grams  continue  to  have  appreciable  im¬ 
pact  after  the  termination  of  Title  vn 
assistance.  This  is,  of  course.  Inherent  in 
the  definition  of  appreciable  Impact  since 
if  an  impact  is  appreciable  only  when  it 
reverses  economic  and  social  deteriora¬ 
tion  it  must  also  be  permanent  and  self- 
perpetuating. 

(b)  This  leads  to  the  question  of 
whether  a  CDC  must  thus  become  self- 
sufficient  to  meet  the  legislative  require¬ 
ments  of  an  appreciable  and  continuing 
impact.  To  answer  this  question,  a  dis¬ 
tinction  must  first  be  made  between  self- 
sufficiency  of  individual  CDC  ventures 
and  self-sufficiency  of  the  CDC  itself.  A 
venture  is  self-sufficient  when  it  can 
generate  sufficient  income  without  fur¬ 
ther  subsidy  to  cover  its  costs  (i.e.,  break 
even)  or  clear  a  profit  (i.e.,  permit  re- 
hivestment  for  further  expansion).  On 
the  other  hand,  while  individual  ventures 
may  be  self-sufficient,  they  may  not  be 
generating  sufficient  profits  to  finance 
the  administrative  costs  of  catalytic  in- 
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stitutions,  such  as  the  CDC  itself,  or  so¬ 
cial  programs  operated  or  sponsored  by 
the  C7DC.  In  this  sense,  the  CDC  is  not 
self-sufficient  even  though  its  ventures 
may  be.  Were  subsidization  of  the  CDC 
administrative  or  non-venture  program 
costs  to  terminate,  the  CDC  as  an  institu¬ 
tion  would  also  terminate  or  have  to  cut 
back  on  its  operations,  even  though  in¬ 
dividual  ventures  could  continue  to 
operate  successfully  and  be  self-sustain¬ 
ing. 

(c)  However,  the  failure  of  a  CDC  to 
attain  sdf -sufficiency  does  not  preclude 
the  attainment  of  an  appreciable  and 
continuing  impact  after  termination  of 
Title  vn  funding.  It  is  quite  possible 
that,  while  all  ventures  may  not  together 
be  generating  sufficient  profits  to  cover 
all  CDC  costs  the  CDC  may  still  have 
effected  permanent  change  in  the  impact 
area  and  such  change  may  still  continue 
in  the  absence  of  the  CDC.  Appreciable 
impact  and  self-sufficiency  are  not, 
therefore,  synonymous;  one  can  occur 
without  the  other. 

(d)  Business  ventures  (that  is,  ven¬ 
tures  where  either  maximum  or  optimal 
profits  are  the  objectives,  as  opposed  to 
social  ventures;  see  §  1076.5-8)  can  and 
should  be  expected  to  attain  self-suffi¬ 
ciency  over  the  short  term.  While  some 
refinancing  will  be  required  over  the  next 
few  years  for  CDC  business  ventures, 
since  refinancing  is  generally  required 
by  any  growing  business,  it  is  expected 
that  after  this  period  CDC  business  ven¬ 
tures  win  have  passed  the  break-even 
point  and  profits  will  be  adequate  to  meet 
most  growth  needs.  While  self-sufficiency 
of  business  ventures  is  therefore  a  short¬ 
term  objective  of  the  Special  Impact  Pro¬ 
gram,  it  is  neither  possible  nor  particu- 
larty  desirable  for  CDCs  themselves  to 
attain  self-sufficiency  over  the  short 
term. 

(e)  To  begin  with,  it  is  hishly  xinreal- 
Istic  to  expect  even  self-sustaining  busi¬ 
ness  venting  to  generate  sufficient 
profits  to  cov^  CDC  administrative  and 
no-venture  program  costs  in  the  fore¬ 
seeable  future.  Even  if  the  scale  of  ven¬ 
ture  investment  were  markedly  in¬ 
creased,  it  is  unlikely  that  this  situation 
would  change.  This  would  be  the  case, 
moreover,  even  if  the  vraitures  were  oper¬ 
ating  in  conditians  more  favorable  than 
those  which  prevail  in  the  Impact  areas. 

(f)  But  more  Important,  Just  as  ap¬ 
preciable  impact  can  occur  without  the 
CDC  first  becoming  s^-sustalning,  so 
can  CDC  self-sufficiency  be  achieved 
without  an>reciable  Impact.  In  fact,  mis¬ 
placed  onphasis  on  CDC  self-sufficiency 
may  postpone,  if  not  defeat,  the  objective 
of  achieving  appreciable  impact.  Reduc¬ 
tion  of  CffX;  administrative  costs  or  re¬ 
traction  of  CDC  non-venture  social  pro¬ 
gram  efforts  may  be  the  z^ecessary  price 
for  achieving  self-sufficiency  at  a  stage 
where  such  reductions  in  efforts  may  be 
highly  undesirable.  Similarly,  premature 
use  of  venture  profits  to  underwrite  CDC 
administrative  costs  rather  than  for  re¬ 
investment  for  further  venture  expansion 
may  seriously  dow  the  forward  mcunen- 
tum  of  the  CDCTs  economic  devdopment 
program. 


(g)  Moreover,  since  the  objectives  of 
the  Special  Impact  Program  are  not 
sdely  economic,  CDCs  must  also  be  abie 
to  invest  in  social  programs  which  will 
require  a  continuing  subsidy,  at  least 
over  the  short  term,  and  possibly  indefi¬ 
nitely.  The  source  of  the  subsidy  need 
not  and  should  not.  however,  be  solely 
Title  vn  funds.  In  this  regard,  the  CnX7s 
should  seek,  with  OED  assistance,  finan¬ 
cial  support  from  other  Federal  agencies, 
from  state  and  local  government,  and 
from  private  sources. 

(h)  While  ultimately  it  is  anticipated 
that  CDC  self-sufficiency  will  become 
possible  through  a  combination  of  jren- 
ture  profits  and  non-Title  vn  subsidiza¬ 
tion,  it  is  in  the  long-nm  interests  of  the 
Special  Impact  Program  to  continue 
OED  support  of  the  CDC’s  administrative 
and  non-venture  program  costs  for  as 
long  as  possible  so  as  to  maximize  the 
continuing  catalytic  institutional  effects 
produced  by  CDC  activity  and  so  as  to 
promote  the  earliest  possible  attainment 
of  appreciable  impact. 

(i)  The  goal  of  CDC  self-sufficiency 
must  be  considered  a  long-range  goal 
if  it  is  an  appropriate  goal  at  all.  Cer¬ 
tainly  much  more  Federal  money  virill 
need  to  be  received  for  strengthening 
and  expanding  the  program  brfore  “ap¬ 
preciable  impact”  can  be  reached.  Con¬ 
sideration  shoffid  be  given  to  the 
possibility  that  the  CDC  program  is  a 
proper  subject  for  continued  Federal 
subsidization,  along  vdth  other  tradi¬ 
tional  American  subsidization,  such  as 
oil.  shipbuilding  and  transportation. 

§  1076.5—7  Institution  buOding. 

(a)  One  of  tiie  fimdamental  differ¬ 
ences  between  impact  areas  and  the  sur¬ 
rounding  communities  is  the  Ikck  of  via¬ 
ble.  responsive  institutions  capable  of 
addressing  the  variety  of  economic  and 
social  problems  facing  impact  area  resi¬ 
dents.  Coupled  with  this  institotlonal 
poverty  within  the  impact  area  is  the 
total  unresponsiveness  of  outside  institu¬ 
tions.  Thus,  one  of  the  primary  objectives 
of  the  Special  Impact  Program  is  the 
creation  of  new  institutions  and  a  change 
in  the  attitude  and  behavior  of  existing 
institutions. 

(b)  A  wide  range  of  institutions  fire 
needed,  including  planning  and  coordi¬ 
nating  institutions,  ciqiital-providlng 
and  debt-providing  institutions,  employ¬ 
ment-generating  and  wage-increasing 
institutions.  The  key  institution  in  this 
institution-building  thrust  is,  of  course, 
the  CDC  itself.  The  CDC  not  only  directly 
plays  all  these  roles  (planning,  capital¬ 
providing,  etc.)  but  is  the  central  cata¬ 
lytic  force  that  in  turn  oreates,  or  pro¬ 
motes  increased  responsiveness  of,  other 
Institutions  which  perform  one  or  more 
of  these  crucial  functions. 

(c)  The  CDC’s  institution-building  role 
is  the  primary  experimental  feature  of 
the  Specisd  Impact  Program-  The  CDC  is 
a  commuhity-based,  representative  plan¬ 
ning  institution  which  must  undertake 
even  more  coordinated  planning  of  im¬ 
pact  area  economic  activt^  in  the  future. 
Uhtiltnow,  it  has  been  the  major  source 
of  equity  and  debt  capital  in  the  impact 


areas,  and  will  continue  to  be  in  the 
short  term,  although  its  role  in  the  long 
term  should  shift  to  stimulation  of  capi¬ 
tal  and  debt  provision  from  other  insti¬ 
tutions,  primarily  from  sources  outside 
the  Impact  area.  It  has,  directly  or 
through  its  ventures,  been  a  source  of 
employment,  but  over  the  short  term  it 
cannot  be  anticipated  to  make  an  insig¬ 
nificant  impact  on  employment.  Finally, 
the  CDC  has  also  been  a  subsidization  in¬ 
stitution,  in  that  it  has  made  official 
guarantee  programs  relevant  and  avail¬ 
able  to  the  impact  areas. 

(d)  The  institution -building  objective 
of  the  Special  Impact  Program  is,  and 
will  remain,  the  top  priority.  It  is  the 
area  where  CDCs  have  already  made  the 
greatest  impacts  and  where  in  the  short 
term  OED  expects  the  greatest  degree  of 
achievement.  Since  institution  building 
is  a  precondition  for  all  other  objectives 
of  the  Special  Impact  Program,  CDC 
failures  in  this  area  spell  failure  for 
other  longer-term  (^jectives  as  well. 

§  1076.5—8  Venture  profitability. 

(a)  There  are  four  basic  categories  of 
CDC  ventures;  (1)  True  business  ven¬ 
tures  organized  *  for  profit,  including 
wholly  owned  CDC  ventures  and  ven¬ 
tures  in  which  the  CDC  has  either  a 
majority  or  minority  equity  position;  (2) 
loan  funds,  loan  guarantee  funds,  and 
consumer  credit  unions,  where  little  or 
no  profit  is  intended,  but  where  loan 
fun^  may  be  used  by  individual  recipi¬ 
ents  for  profiit-coimected  business  pur¬ 
poses;  (3)  infrastructure  development, 
including  tiiose  overhead  investmwits 
such  as  water  and  sewer  systems,  roads, 
land  improvements,  etc.,  which  are  not 
themselves  profitable  but  which  are  es¬ 
sential  preconditions  for  the  devriop- 
ment  of  other  profitable  ventures;  and 
(4)  social  “ventures”,  which  are  not 
ventures  at  all,  but  rather  service  pro¬ 
grams  and  other  community  develop¬ 
ment  activities,  such  as  day  care  cotters, 
manpower  training,  health  services,  etc., 
which  are  supportive  of  the  CDC’s  over¬ 
all  community  economic  devdopment 
efforts.  , 

(b)  Business  ventures,  which  are 
profit-making  in  purpose,  loan  funds, 
which  are  essentially  break-even  activi¬ 
ties,  and  Infrastructure  development 
which  can  usually  only  at  best  be  prcffit- 
alde  in  the  long  run  are  all  budgeted 
under  the  Investment  Capital  cost  cate¬ 
gory.  Social  ventures,  which  will  gen¬ 
erally  be  expected  to  reoulre  a  continued 
subsidy,  whether  from  Title  Vn  or  other 
sources,  are  budgeted  under  the  other 
co^  categories,  as  appropriate,  along 
with  other  CDC  administrative  costs. 

(c)  Ttue  business  ventures  fan,  in  turn, 
into  two  subcategories:  ventures  whose 
objective  is  to  maximize  profits;  and 
ventures  whose  objective  is  to  optimize 
profits,  given  simultaneous  social  objec¬ 
tives  whose  pursuit  requires  the  trade¬ 
off  of  some  profits.  Where  optimization 
of  profits,  rather  than  maxtanlzation  is 
the  objective  of  a  business  venture,  the 
CDC  must  so  Indicate,  prior  to  invest¬ 
ment  of  the  venture  funds,  in  its  fund¬ 
ing  application  and  venture  plans,  and 
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OED  must  specifically  approve  such  an 
•approach.  In  identifying  optimization 
objectives,  the  CDC  must  specify  the  so¬ 
cial  benefits  for  which  profits  are  being 
traded  off  and  must  specify  the  degree 
to  which  optimization  is  expected  to  re¬ 
duce  profits  below  what  they  would  have 
been  if  profit  maximization  had  been 
opted  for. 

(d)  Although  it  is  appropriate  for  a 
given  CDC  to  have  a  mix  of  venture 
types,  the  priority  over  the  short  term 
shoiUd  be  on  business  ventures.  More¬ 
over,  among  business  ventures,  the  pri¬ 
ority  over  the  short  term  should  be  on 
profit  maximization,  rather  than  opti¬ 
mization. 

(e)  It  is  not  a  logical  necessity  that 
maximizing  profits  will  ensure  institu¬ 
tionalization  of  the  CDC  program.  One 
of  the  most  attractive  aspects  of  the 
program,  as  far  as  the  private  sector  is 
concerned,  is  that  CDCs  attempt  to  make 
a  profit  while  serving  larger  social  goals. 
Therefore,  optimization  should  be  the 
goal  over  the  long  term. 

(f)  Whether  ventures  are  for  maxi¬ 
mum  or  optimum  profit,  for  no  profits, 
or  for  non-business  purposes  requiring 
a  continued  subsidy,  the  specific  objec¬ 
tives  must  be  spelled  out  prior  to  venture 
approval,  and  will  constitute  the  criteria 
against  which  venture  performance  will 
be  measured.  Where  a  venture  includes 
both  business  and  social  objectives,  per¬ 
formance  will  be  measured  against  both 
sets  of  objectives.  Qualified  management 
for  business  ventures,  of  course,  is  essen¬ 
tial. 

§  1076.5—9  Employment. 

(a)  While  the  employment  of  low-in¬ 
come  and  unemployed  impact  area  resi¬ 
dents  and  Increased  Income  for  impact 
area  residents  are  among  the  most  im¬ 
portant  long-range  objectives  of  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Impact  Program,  it  is  not  antici¬ 
pated  that  any  CDC  can  make  a  signifi¬ 
cant  impact  over  the  short  term  in  this 
area.  Moreover,  imdue  emphasis,  how¬ 
ever  well-intentioned,  on  empl03rment  in 
the  early  stages  of  a  CDC’s  efforts  can 
have  a  detrimental-impact  on  its  initial 
success  with  business  ventures  and  hence 
its  ultimate  success. 

(b)  All  things  being  equal,  ventures 
with  a  greater  employment  potential 
should  be  given  higher  priority  than 
those  with  smaller  employment  potential, 
but  in  the  short  term  job  creation  should 
not  be  pursued  as  an  objective  at  the 
sacrifice  of  venture  profits  (unless,  as 
noted  in  §  1076.5-8,  the  costs  can  be  sub¬ 
sidized  by  non-Title  Vn  funds).  Tlie 
CDC’s  long-term  employment  objectives 
can  be  better  served  by  concentrating  in 
the  short  term  on  increasing  venture 
profits  so  as  to  solidify  the  CDC’s  insti¬ 
tutional  standing  smd  so  as  to  attract 
outside  capital  for  new  ventures  or  ven¬ 
ture  expansion,  than  by  emphasizing  jobs 
at  the  risk  of  producing  marginal  ven¬ 
tures  and  an  image  of  failure  for  the 
CDC.  Even  with  a  heavy  emphasis  on 
jobs,  a  CDC  at  best  can  have  only  a  mar¬ 
ginal  Impact  on  impact  area  xmonploy- 


ment  dviring'  the  early  years  of  its  pro¬ 
gram.  Substantial  Inroads  on  imemploy- 
ment  cannot  be  expected  \mtil  after  a 
solid  base  of  CDC  and  joint  CDC/private 
ventures  has  been  laid. 

(c)  CDC  performance  in  the  employ¬ 
ment  area  cannot  be  effectively  measured 
during  the  early  years  of  the  Special  Im¬ 
pact  Program.  Rather  than  a  linear  ex¬ 
pansion  of  employment  in  roughly  equal 
increments  over  time,  fairly  negligible  in¬ 
creases  should  be  anticipated  over  the 
course  of  the  first  three  or  four  years  fol¬ 
lowed  by  substantial  spurts  in  subsequent 
years.  Not  imtil  there  has  been  heavy 
expansion  and  reinvestment  of  profits 
from  early  ventures  will  dividends,  in  the 
form  of  reduced  unemployment  and  in¬ 
creased  personal  income,  be  paid. 

(d)  There  shall  be  renewed  commit¬ 
ment  on  the  part  of  OED 'to  facilitate 
Increased  manpower  training  for  non- 
managerial  positions  in  the  venture  pro¬ 
grams.  This  will  be  either -directly  by 
OED,  or  with  OED  playing  a  leadership 
role  in  seeking  assistance  from  appropri¬ 
ate  Federal  agencies  (such  as  DOL, 
USDA,  BIA,  Commerce,  etc.)  to  provide 
specialized  training  when  such  assistance 
is  necessary  for  the  success  of  a  venture. 

§  1076.5—10  Human  development. 

(a)  While  human  development  objec¬ 
tives  are  essential  to  increased  incomes 
and  improved  quality  of  life,  misplaced 
emphasis  at  the  early  stages  of  a  CDC’s 
efforts  may,  in  the  absence  of  specific 
subsidies  for  the  purpose,  detract  from 
venture  performance  and  threaten  the 
institution-building  priorities  of  the 
CDC.  Investment  in  twining  of  venture 
managers,  rather  than  the  recruitment 
of  expert  managers,  has  been  a  major 
cause  of  C7DC  venture  loss  to  date. 

(b)  Human  development  within  the 
CDC  itself,  as  opposed  to  its  business  ven¬ 
tures,  is,  however,  a  high  priority  over 
the  short  term.  In  this  instance,  human 
development  is  essential  to  the  central 
objective  of' institution  building,  in  that 
it  is  often  the  only  way  to  ensure  that 
the  development  effort  will  be  directed 
from  within  the  impact  area  by  a  plan¬ 
ning  institution — the  CDC — responsive 
to  the  community.  The  development  of 
skills  of  CDC  managers,  as  opposed  to 
venture  managers,  is,  therefore,  fully 
consistent  with  OED  priorities,  over  the 
short  run,  where  fully  expert  managers 
for  the  CDC  are  not  available  in  the 
impact  area. 

§  1076.5—11  Beneficiaries. 

(a)  The  primary  beneficiaries  of  the 
Special  Impact  Program  are  the  low- 
income  residents  of  the  impact  area.  The 
overall  long-range  objectives  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  are  therefore  directed  toward  im¬ 
proving  the  employment,  incomes,  envi¬ 
ronment,  living  conditions,  and  partici¬ 
pation  in  community  life  of  these  resi¬ 
dents.  In  order  to  produce  benefits  for 
low-income  impact  area  residents,  how¬ 
ever,  the  institution-building  and  venture 
development  efforts  of  the  CDC  require 


the  participation  of  the  non-poor  in 
managerial  and  leadership  roles.  In  the 
sense  that  the  (TDC  and  its  ventures  pro¬ 
vide  employment  and  human  develop¬ 
ment  opportunities  for  other  residents, 
and,  perforce,  non-residents,  these  in¬ 
dividuals  also  become  “beneficiaries”  of 
the  program.  Nevertheless,  such  .“bene¬ 
ficiaries”  are  primarily  means  toward 
the  ends  of  the  program,  who  must  be 
present  for  ultimate  program  success,  but 
who  in  themselves  do  not  constitute  a 
final  measure  of  success.  Generally,  the 
CSA  poverty  guidelines  will  be  used  as 
a  basis  for  determining  whether  a  resi¬ 
dent  is  low-income,  although  each  CDC 
is  free,  subject  to  OED  approval,  to  em¬ 
ploy  other  guidelines  where  it  can  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  local  circumstances  justify 
a  modified  standard. 

(b)  The  boundaries  of  the  impact 
areas  should  be  subject  to  change  as  so¬ 
cial  and  economic  condiitons  of  the  com¬ 
munity  dictate.  The  boundaries  should 
be  explicitly  defined  at  the  beginning  of 
each  grant  period.  All  monies  of  a  par¬ 
ticular  grant  period  should  be  used  with¬ 
in  the  defined  impact  area  except  when 
specifically  approved  by  OED  upon  dem¬ 
onstration  by  the  CDC  that  Investment 
outside  the  impact  area  would  produce 
direct  and  substantial  benefits  to  the  res¬ 
idents  of  the  area. 

(c)  Where  a  CDC  or  its  ventures  pro¬ 
vide  non-managerial  or  non-professional 
emplo3rment  opportunities,  such  opportu¬ 
nities  should  be  restricted  to  residents 
of  the  impact  area.  Similarly,  all  social 
service  and  other  non-venture  benefits 
of  a  CDC  should  be  restricted  insofar  as 
feasible  to  impact  area  residents.  Pref¬ 
erence  for  all  such  empl03nnent  and  serv¬ 
ices  should  go  to  low-income  rather  than 
middle-income  residents. 

(d)  Wherever  possible,  managerial 
and  professional  positions  in  the  (DC 
and  its  ventures  should  be  filled  by  resi¬ 
dents  of  the  impact  area;  and  when  non¬ 
residents  are  recruited,  they  should  be 
encouraged  to  relocate  to  the  impact 
area.  In  the  case  of  venture  managers, 
however,  experience  and  training  are 
crucial.  Accordingly,  unqualified  resi¬ 
dents  should  never  be  hired  for  these 
positions  instead  of  qualified  and  expe¬ 
rienced  non-residents.  In  most  cases,  the 
(DC  will  have  to  recruit  from  outside 
the  Impact  area  to  find  proper  managers 
for  its  ventures.  In  the  case  of  the  (DC 
itself,  ties  to  the  conununity  are  more 
relevant  to  the  success  of  the  program. 
Accordingly,  it  may  be  more  appropriate 
when  recruiting  QDC  managers  to  adjust 
the  specific  qualifications — provided,  of 
course,  deficiencies  can  be  corrected  by 
on-the-job-training — ^in  order  to  ^  hire 
residents  who  imderstand  and  have  cred¬ 
ibility  in  the  impact  area.  Even  in  re¬ 
cruiting  (DC  managers,  however,  it  may 
be  necessary  to  reach  out  beyond  the 
community  to  find  individuals  with  the 
necessary  skills  and  potential  essential  to 
CDC  success. 

[FR  Doc.75-26322  Piled  10-1-76;  8: 45  am] 
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Title  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— OENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S.O.  No.  1198;  Arndt  No.  2] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  and 
Louisville  and  Nashville  Railroad  Co. 

Septembes  29,  1975. 

At  a  Session  of  ttie  Interstate  CJom- 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
the  25th  day  of  September  1975. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1198  (39  PR  84666  and  40  PR 
14765),  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  S  1033.1198  The 
Baltimore  and  C^o  Railroad  Company 
and  Louisville  and  Nashville  Railroad 
Company  authorized  to  operate  over 
tracks  of  Penn  Central  TTEmsportation 
Company,  Robert  W.  Blanchette,  Richard 
C.  Bond  and  John  H.  McArthur,  Trustees 
Service  Order  No.  1198  be,  and  it  is  here¬ 
by,  amended  by  substituting  the  follow¬ 
ing  paragrsQih  (e)  for  paragraph  (e) 
thereof: 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  pm., 
March  31,  1976,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1975. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  16.  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379, 
383.  884.  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12.  15. 
and  17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10- 
17),  15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as 
amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  UA.C.  1(1(^17). 
16(4),  and  17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  OlBce  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  it  with  the  Director,  Ofi5ce  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-26419  FUed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 

(8X>.  No.  1211;  Arndt.  No.  1] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Co. 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Cmnmission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
24th  day  of  September  1975. 


Upon  furth^  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1211  (40  VTL  14765),  and  good 
cause  iu?pearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  1 1033.1211  Chi¬ 
cago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  authorized  to  operate  over 
Tracks  of  Ashley,  Drew  li  Northern  Rail¬ 
way  Company  Service  Order  No.  1211  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by  substituting 
the  following  paragraph  (e)  for  para¬ 
graph  (e)  thereof: 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  pjn., 
March  31,  1976,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  CommissioxL 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Septem¬ 
ber  30. 1975. 

(Secs.  1.  12.  16,  and  17(2) .  24  Stat.  879,  883, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1.  12,  16,  and 
17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1  (10-17). 
15(4) ,  and  17(2) .  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended,  64 
Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  16(4),  and  17 
(3).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  amendment  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  C<xn- 
mlssion  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
lip  it  with  the  Director.  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.75-26418  FUed  10-l-76;8:46  am] 

Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDUFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTE¬ 
RIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 
Certain  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
Issued  and  are  effective  on  O:tober  2, 
1975. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Arizona  and  California 

IMPERIAL  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  ducks,  geese, 
coots  and  gallinules  on  the  Imi>erlal  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Arizema  and  Cali¬ 
fornia,  is  permitted  as  ftdlows:  Ducks, 
coots  and  gallinules,  fmn  (Xtober  4 
through  October  31,  1975,  Inclusive,  and 
from  November  15.  1975,  throufiffi  Janu¬ 
ary  18.  1976,  inclusive;  geese,  from  Oc¬ 
tober  4  through  October  17,  1975,  inclu¬ 
sive.  and  fnmt  November  15,  1975, 
through  January  18,  1976,  inclusive. 
Hunting  is  permitted  on  the  area  desig¬ 


nated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting,  and 
this  open  area,  comprising  16,500  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters.  Martinez  Lake.  Arizona, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Elervice,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
sh£dl  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
ttie  hunting  of  ducks,  geese,  coots,  and 
gallinules. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  himting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  18, 
1976. 

Texas 

LAGUNA  ATASCOSA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

The  hunting  of  migratory  game  birds 
on  the  Laguna  Atascosa  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Texas,  is  suspended  for  the 
1975-76  hunting  season.  It  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that  the  entire  refuge  area  is 
required  for  resource  protection,  espe- 
cisdly  in  that  the  redhead,  a  bird  in  short 
supply,  is  a  major  wintering  species. 

Robert  F.  Stephens, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 
Albuguergue.  New  Mexico. 

September  25, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-26340  Filed  10-l-76;8:46  am) 

PART  32— HUNTING 
Izembek  National  Wildlife  Range,  Alaska 

On  August  20,  1975,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
36568)  a  notice  of  proposed  special  rule- 
making  to  authorize  the  hunting  of 
brown  bear  on  the  Izembek  National 
Wildlife  Range  subject  to  special  con¬ 
ditions  which  include  an  area  closed  to 
the  himting  of  brown  bear. 

Interested  parties  were  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  written  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  regulations.  The  closing  date 
for  receipt  of  comments  was  Septem¬ 
ber  21.  1975. 

After  a  consideration  of  all  factors, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the  closure 
would  be  in  opposition  to  management 
by  the  Alaska  Department  of  Pish  and 
Gtame  which  aims  to  reduce  the  bear 
population  in  the  vicinity  of  Cold  Bay 
as  a  measure  to  reduce  bear-human  con¬ 
flicts,  and  that  this  consideration  out¬ 
weighs  potential  waterfowl  and  bear 
himting  incompatibility  in  the  Izembek 
Bay  area. 

The  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  has  determined  that  a‘  finding 
of  “good  cause"  is  warranted  within  the 
terms  of  5  UB.C.  553(d)  (3)  to  expedite 
the  implementation  of  this  rulemaking 
so  that  the  final  regulations  may  be  pub¬ 
lished  prior  to  beginning  of  the  hunting 
season. 

Tlieiefore  50  CFR  32.32  Special  regu- 
latkms:  big  oame;  are  amended  as 
follows: 
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§  32.32  Special  regulationa ;  big  game; 
for  individual  wUdlife  refnge  areas. 

Alaska 

IgBMBKK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFX  BgFXJGfi 

Public  hunting  of  brown  bear  on  lands 
within  the  Izembek  National  Wildlife 
Range  is  permitted  in  accordance  with 
all  luiplicable  State  laws,  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions. 

1.  The  landing  of  aircraft  is  prohib¬ 
ited  except  in  event  of  emergency. 

2.  Use  of  motorized  vehicles  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  established  road  system. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regu¬ 
lations  supidement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  and  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
60.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  will  be  effective  on  October  2,  1975, 
through  June  30,  1976. 

Gordon  W.  Watson, 

Area  Director,  US.  Fish  and 

Wildlife  Service,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

{VR  DOC.75-263S9  FUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

San  Andrea  National  WHdIife  Refuge, 

N.  Mex. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  October  2,  1975. 

§  3232  %>ecud  regnlntions;  big  game; 
for  in^vidnal  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Nxw  Mkxico 

SAN  ANDRES  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  desert  bighorn 
sheep  on  the  San  Andres  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge.  New  Mexico,  is  permitted 
from  October  4  through  October  12, 1975, 
inclusive,  but  only  on  the  area  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This 
open  area,  cmnprising  57316  acres,  is  de¬ 
lineated  on  maps  available  from  the  Ref¬ 
uge  Manager,  Bosque  del  Apache  Nation¬ 
al  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box '278,  San 
Antonio,  New  Mexico  87832,  and  from 
the  Regional  Director.  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  covering  the  hxmting  of 
desert  bighorn  sheep. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  r^uge  areas 
generally  whidi  are  set  forth  in  Title  50. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  October  1^  1975. 

WlLFOBD  O.  Nes«on.  Jr.. 

Regional  Director, 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 

Septeiiber  26,  1975. 

[FTRDoc.  76-26341  Piled  10-l-75;8;46  anal 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Sand  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  S.  Dak. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  October  2,  1975. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

South  Dakota 

SAND  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  big  game  cm  the 
Sand  Lake  National  Wildlife,  Refuge. 
South  Dakota,  is  peimitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  This  (men  area,  comprising  20,000 
acres,  is  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
Area  Manager,  UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  P.O.  Box  250,  Pierre,  South  Da¬ 
kota  57501.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  State  regulations 
covering  the  hxmting  of  deer,  subject  to 
the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Archery  season — Noxrember  1  to 
Novanber  14,  1975,  and  De<jember  8  to 
Decraiber  31,  1975,  all  dates  hudusive. 

(2)  Firearms  season — ^Muzael  Loaders; 
November  15  to  November  21,  1075,  and 
Rifle;  November  22  to  Novonbier  25, 1975, 
November  26  to  November  30.  1975,  and 
December  1  to  December  7,  1975,  all 
dates  inelusive. 

(3)  All  hxmters  mxKt  exhibit  their 
hxmting  license,  deer  tag,  and  vehicle 
cxmtents  to  Federal  cmd  State  officers 
xipon  request. 

(4)  Hxmters  xvill  not  be  allowed  to  drive 
on  refuge  maintained  trails,  but  may 
park  their  vehicles  outside  the  refuge  and 
hxmt  on  foot. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regxila- 
tion  suimlement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hxmting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  whkdi  are  set  forth  in  Title  60, 
Code  of  Federal  Regxilatioiis,  Part  82, 
and  are  eflfectlve  throueh  December  31, 
1975. 

WlLUAH  C.  Bair, 
Refuge  Manager,  Sand  Lake 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

SxPTEifBSR  26,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-a6343  FUed  10-1-7S;8:48  am) 
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PART  32— HUNTING 
Sand  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  S.  Dak. 

The  following  special  regxilatlcm  is  is- 
sxied  and  is  effective  on  October  2, 1975. 

§  3232  Special  regulations;  upland 
game,  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

South  Dakota 

SAND  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hxmtiiig  of  pheasants  on  the 
Sand  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
South  Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  This  open  area,  comprising  20,000 
acres,  is  delineated  cm  a  map  available  at 
the  refxige  headquarters  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  P.O.  Box  25486,  Denver. 
Colorado  80225.  Hxmting  shall  be  in  ac- 
(mrdance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions  covering  the  hxmting  of  pheasants 
subject  to  the  following  ccmditions: 

(1)  The  open  seasxm  for  hxmting 
pheasants  on  the  refxige  is  from  Decern-  \ 
ber  8,  1975,  through  December  31,  1975, 
both  dates  inclxisive. 

(2)  Hxmters  xvlll  not  be  allowed  to 
drive  (m  refxige  maintained  trails,  but 
may  park  their  vehicles  outside  the 
refxige  and  hunt  on  foot. 

The  provisions  ol  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  8un>lement  the  regxilations  which 
govern  hxmting  an  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  RegxilatioDa,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  throxigh  December  31, 
1975. 

WtLLiAX  C.  Bair. 

Refuge  Manager,  Sand  Lake 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

SSJTEIIBER  26,  1975. 

IFR  1)00.76-26343  FUed  10-l-76;8:46  mm) 


CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
aUBCHAPTER  H— TXINA  FISHERIES 
PART  285— ATLANTIC  TUNA  FISHERIES 
Bluefin  Tuna  Saason  Closure 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-25517  appearing  at  page 
^916  in  the  issxie  of  Wednesday,  S^tem- 
ber  24,  1975,  in  the  seventh  line  of  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  dxKument,  **Sep- 
tember  1975”  shoxild  read  "September  22, 
1975”. 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGiSTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Part  1  ] 

INCOME  TAX 

Reinsurance  Transactions;  Public  Hearing 

Proposed  regulations  under  section  817 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  re¬ 
lating  to  reinstu'ance  transactions,  ap¬ 
pear  in  the  Federal  Register  for  August 
14, 1975  (40  FR  34128). 

A  public  hearing  on  the  provisions  of 
such  proposed  regulations  will  be  held  on 
November  6,  1975,  beginning  at  10  a.m., 
e.s.t.  in  the  Chief  Counsel’s  Conference 
Room,  Fourtii  Floor,  Room  4034,  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Building,  1111  Cionstitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20224. 

The  rules  of  §  601.601(a)  (3)  of  the 
“Statement  of  Procedural  Rules”  (26 
CFR  Part  601 )  shall  apply  with  respect  to 
such  public  hearing.  Copies  of  these  rules 
may  be  obtained  by  a  request  directed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
Attention:  (XJiLR'.T,  Washington,  D.C. 
20224,  or  by  telephoning  (Washington, 
D.C.)  202-964-3935.  Under  such  §  601.601 
(a)(3)  persons  who  have  submitted 
written  comments  or  suggestions  within 
the  time  prescribed  in  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking,  and  who  desire  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  comments  at  the  hearing  on 
such  proposed  regulations,  should  sub¬ 
mit  an  outline  of  the  comments  to  be 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  time 
they  wish  to  devote  to  each  subject  by 
October  31,  1975.  Such  outlines  should 
be  sulHnitt^  to  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue,  Attention:  CC:LR:T, 
Washington,  D.C.  20224.  Under  §  601.601 
(a)  (3)  (26  CFR  Part  601)  each  speaker 
will  be  limited  to  10  minutes  for  an  oral 
presentation  exclusive  of  time  consiuned 
by  questions  from  the  panel  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  answers  thereto. 

Persons  who  desire  a  copy  of  such 
written  comments  or  suggestions  or  out¬ 
lines  and  who  desire  to  be  assured  of 
their  availability  on  or  before  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  such  hearing  should  notify  the 
Commissioner,  in  writing,  at  the  above 
address  by  November  3,  1975.  In  such  a 
case,  unless  time  and  circumstances  per¬ 
mit  otherwise,  the  desired  copies  are  de¬ 
liverable  only  at  the  above  address.  The 
charge  for  copies  is  ten  cents  ($0.10)  per 
page. 

An  agenda  showing  the  scheduling  of 
the  speakers  will  be  made  after  outlines 
are  received  from  the  speakers.  Copies 
6f  this  agenda  will  be  available  free  of 
charge  at  the  hearing,  and  information 
with  respect  to  its  contents  may  be  ob¬ 


tained  on  November  5, 1975,  by  telephon¬ 
ing  (Washington,  D.C.)  202-964-3935. 

James  F.  Dring, 
Director, 

Legislation  and  Regulations  Division. 
(FR  Doc.75-26306  Filed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
[  45  CFR  Part  81  ] 

PROPOSED  CONSOLIDATED  PROCE¬ 
DURAL  RULES  FOR  ADMINISTRATION 
AND  ENFORCEMENT  OF  CERTAIN  CIVIL 
RIGHTS  LAWS  AND  AUTHORITIES 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  June  4,  1975  (40  FTl  24148)  the 
Office  for  Civil  Rights  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
issued  a  proposed  new  Part  81  to  the 
Departmental  Regulation  to  establish  a 
uniform  procedure  for  mforcement  of 
the  various  nondiscrimination  require¬ 
ments  which  are  applicable  to  programs 
administered  by  the  Department  and  for 
which  responsibility  has  been  delegated 
to  the  Director  of  that  Office.  These  en¬ 
forcement  procedures  would  apply  to 
Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964 
(42  U.S.C.  2000d)  as  implemented  by 
45  cm  Part  80;  Title  IX  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972  (20  U.S.C. 
1681,  et  seq.)  as  implemented  by  45  CFR 
Part  86;  sections  799A  and  845  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
295h-9  and  298b-2) ,  as  implemented  by 
45  CFR  Part  83;  section  504  of  the  Re¬ 
habilitation  Act  of  1973  (29  U.S.C.  794) ; 
section  407  of  the  Drug  Abuse  Office  and 
Treatment  Act  of  1972  (42  U.S.C.  1173) ; 
and  section  321  of  the  Comprehensive 
Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism  Preven¬ 
tion,  Treatment  and  Rehabilitation  Act 
of  1970  (42  U.S.C.  4587) . 

The  cimunent  period  on  the  proposed 
new  regulation  ended  July  21,  j.975. 

The  Department  has  received  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  recommend¬ 
ing  changes  to  specific  sections. 

In  addition,  however,  many  comments 
reflected  misunderstanding  of  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  proposal  or  fundamental  dis¬ 
agreement  with  various  Important  pro- 
vlsiims. 

It  is  the  Department’s  view  that  addi¬ 
tional  time  is  needed  to  assess  the  Issues 
involved,  consult  with  members  of  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  public,  and  receive  further 
comment. 

Therefore,  the  Department  is  extend¬ 
ing  the  ccmunent  i>eriod  on  the  proposed 


rule.  The  extended  comment  period  will 
be  imtil  November  17,  1975.  Persons  or 
organizations  wishing  to  submit  further 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposed  regulation  may 
do  so  by  presenting  their  views  to  the 
Director,  Office  for  Civil  Rights,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
330  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20201. 

Comments  received  in  response  to  this 
notice,  as  well  as  comments  already  re¬ 
ceived,  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  Room  3256, 330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 
between  9  a.m.  and  5:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday  (except  Federal  holi¬ 
days)  both  before  and  after  the  close  of 
the  extended  comment  period. 

Dated:  September  29, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 
Secretary,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

[FR  Doc.75-26471  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  911] 

LIMES  GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 
Delinquent  Assessment 

This  notice  Invites  written  comment 
relative  to  a  proposal  to  add  a  new  sec¬ 
tion  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  cur¬ 
rently  in  effect  under  Marketing  Order 
No.  911.  The  new  section  would  require 
each  handler,  who  has  delinquent  as¬ 
sessments,  to  pay  to  the  Lime  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  interest  of  one  per¬ 
cent  per  month  on  any  impaid  assess¬ 
ment  balance  beginning  30  days  after 
date  of  billing. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  De¬ 
partment  is  considering  a  proposed 
amendment,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  (7  CFR  Part 
911.110-911.131;  Subpart-Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations)  currently  in  effect  pursuant  to 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  911,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  911), 
regulating  the  handling  of  limes  grown 
in  Florida.  This  is  a  regulatory  program 
effective  imder  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  amendment  of  the  said  rules  and 
regulations  was  proposed  by  the  Florida 
Lime  Administrative  C<xnmittee,  estab¬ 
lished  imder  the  said  amended  maiketing 
agre^nent  and  order  as  the  ag^cy  to 
administer  the  terms  and  provisions 
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thereof.  The  amendment  would  'add 
thereto  a  new  section  as  follows: 

§  911.155  Delinquent  assessments. 

Elach  handler  shall  pay  Interest  of  one 
percent  per  month  on  any  unpaid  assess¬ 
ment  balance  beginning  30  days  after 
date  of  billing. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  consid¬ 
eration  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
amendment  shall  file  the  same,  in  quad¬ 
ruplicate,  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
112,  Administration  BuUding,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  October 
14,  1975.  All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Hearing  Clei^  during  regular 
business  hoiirs  (7  CPR  1.27  (b) ) . 

Dated:  September  26, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing- Service. 

(PB  DOC.75-363S6  FUeU  10-l-76;8:46  am] 


[7CFRPart993] 

DRIED  PRUNES  PRODUCED  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Size  Tolerances  for  Undersized 
Prunes 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  proposal  to 
amend  §  993.150(g)  (3)  of  Subpart— Ad- 
mlnlstrative  Rules  and  Regxilatlons  (7 
CPR  993.101-993.174)  to  prescribe  toler¬ 
ances  in  addition  to  those  currently  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (g)  for  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  undersized  prunes.  Tlfis  action  is 
pursuant  to  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  993,  as  amended 
(7  CPR  Part  993),  r^ulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  dried  prunes  produced  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  are  effective  imder  the 
Agricultmal  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 
The  proposal  was  unanimously  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Prune  Administrative 
Committee. 

Section  993.49(c)  of  the  order  author¬ 
izes  the  Secretary,  upon  rec(unmendatien 
of  the  Committee,  to  establish  a  size  reg¬ 
ulation  wih  respect  to  undersized  prunes. 
Paragraph  (c)  states  that  any  such  size 
regulation  shall  provide  that  the  diam¬ 
eter  of  the  round  opening  for  Prench 
prunes  shall  be  of  an  inch,  and  for 
non-Prench  prunes  of  an  inch,  or 
such  larger  op^ilngs^as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  pursuant  to  §  993.52.  Section 
993.50(g)  provides  for  the  disposition  of 
undersized  prunes  including  application 
of  a  tolerance  permitting  a  deviation 
from  the  iwplicable  opening  established 
piursuant  to  §  993.49(c). 

Section  993.150(g)(3)  currently  con¬ 
tains  tolerances  for  use  whenever  an  un¬ 
dersized  regulation  prescribes  openings 
of  of  an  inch  for  Prench  prunes  and 
^  of  an  inch  for  non-French  prunes. 
On  September  15,  1975,  an  action  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40 
PR  42530;  7  CPR  993.400)  modifying  the 
innings  prescribed  in  §  993.49(c)  to 


permit  undersized  regulatkms  to  pre¬ 
scribe  openings  of  ^  of  an  inch  for 
French  immes  and  "Tia  an  inch  for 
non-French  prunes.  Hub,  It  is  necessary 
to  prescribe  tolerances  for  use  whenever 
an  imdersized  regulation  prescribes 
these  large  (g)ening8.  Such  a  regulation 
has  been  established  fw:  the  1975-76  crop 
year. 

Consistent  with  this,  the  Committee 
recommended  the  following  tolerances: 
For  any  quantity  of  French  prunes  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  a  handler  in  comi^ance  with 
§  993.50(g),  the  quantity  shall  not  con¬ 
tain  more  than  12  percent  by  weight  of 
prunes  which  do  not  pass  freely  through 
a  roimd  opening  of  an  inch  in  dia¬ 
meter;  and  for  any  quantity  of  non- 
French  prunes  so  disposed  of,  the  quan¬ 
tity  shall  not  contain  more  than  12  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  of  prunes  which  do  not 
pass  freely  through  a  roimd  opening 
of  an  inch  in  diameter.  These  tolerances 
would  be  added  to  subparagraph  (3)  of 
S  993.150(g)  of  Subpart — Administrative 
Rules  and  Regulations  (7  993.101- 

993.174). 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposal  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Admln- 
istrati(m  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250i  not  later  than  October  17,  1975. 
AH  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  should  be  in  quadruplicate 
and  will  be  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  office  of  tiie  Heu4ng 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CPR  1.27(b)). 

The  proposal  is  to  amend  paragraph 
(g)  of  §  993.150  of  Subpart— Administra¬ 
tive  Rules  and  Regulations  by  revising 
subparagraph  (3)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  993.150  Disposition  of  prunes  by  han¬ 
dlers. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(g)  •  •  • 

(3)  Tolerances  permitting  a  deviation 
in  prune  sizes  from  applicable  undersized 
openings — (i)  Undersized  French  prunes. 
Whenever  an  imdersized  regulation  spec¬ 
ifies  an  opening  at  2%2  of  an  inch  for 
Prench  prunes,  any  quantity  of  Prench 
prunes  disposed  of  by  a  handler  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  993.50(g)  shall  not  con- 
tam  more  than  15  percent  by  weight  of 
prunes  which  do  not  pass  freely  through 
a  round  opening  of  an  inch  in  diam¬ 
eter.  Whenever  an  undersized  regulation 
specifies  an  opening  of  of  an  inch  in 
diameter  for  French  prunes,  any  quan¬ 
tity  of  French  prunes  disposed  of  by  a 
handler  in  compliance  with  S  993.50(g) 
shall  not  contain  more  than  12  percent 
by  weight  of  prunes  which  do  not  pass 
freely  through  a  round  opening  2^  of  an 
inch  in  diameter. 

(ii)  Undersized  non-French  prunes. 
Whenever  an  undersized  regulation  spec¬ 
ifies  an  opofing  at  of  an  inch  for 
non-French  prunes,  any  quantity  of  non- 
French  prunes  disposed  of  by  a  handler 
in  compliance  with  i  99S.50(g)  shall  not 
contain  more  than  10  percent  by  weight 
of  prunes  which  do  not  pan  freely 
through  a  round  opening  of  an  inch 
in  diameter.  Whenever  an  undersized 


regulation  specifies  an  opening  of  3%o  of 
an  inch  in  diameter  for  non-French 
prunes,  any  quantity  of  non-Frmch 
prunes  disposed  of  by  a  handler  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  993.50(g)  shall  not  con¬ 
tain  more  than  12  percent  by  wright  of 
prunes  which  do  not  pass  freely  through 
a  round  opening  of  an  inch  in  di¬ 
ameter. 

(It  Is  hereby  oertifled  that  the  economic  and 
Inflationary  Impacts  of  this  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  hare  been  carefuUy  evaluated  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  CHdB  Circular  A-107) 

Dated:  September  26. 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IPR  Doc.75-26327  Piled  10-1-75:8:46  am] 


[7CFRPart929] 

CRANBERRIES  GROWN  IN  CERTAIN 
STATES 

Assignment  or  Adjustment  of  Base 
Quantities 

This  notice  invites  written  comments 
relative  to  proposed  amendment  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  Order  No.  929,  as  amended,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  collectively  as  the  “or¬ 
der.”  The  amendment  would  add  a  sec¬ 
tion,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  enumer- 
ntiwg  the  factors  to  be  considered  by  the 
Chunberry  Marketing  Committee  as  a 
basis  for  assigning  base  quantities  or  ad¬ 
justing  the  base  quantities  of  Individual 
growers  pursuant  to  the  order  provisions 
of  8  929.48(a)(1).  Those  order  provi¬ 
sions  specify,  in  part,  that  each  grower’s 
base  quantity  shall  be  the  average  hf  the 
two  years  of  his  greatest  sales  of  cran¬ 
berries  during  the  six-year  base-building 
period  (the  “representative  period”)  of 
1968-69  through  1973-74  from  acreage 
established  on  or  before  August  16.  1968. 
Individual  grower  allotments,  if  and 
when  issued,  would  be  computed  as  a 
specified  uniform  percentage  of  each 
grower’sbase  quantity. 

Said  order  provisions  further  specify 
that  persons  who,  prior  to  June  21,  1968, 
had  made  firm  and  substantial  commit¬ 
ments  for  the  production  of  cranberries 
but  who  would  have  no  base  quantities 
as  determined  on  representative  period 
sales  or  whose  base  quantities  would  not 
be  representative  of  such  commitments, 
may  file  an  application  with  the  Cran¬ 
berry  Marketing  CTiunmittee  for  adjust¬ 
ment  of  or  a  new  base  quantity.  Several 
such  appUcatkms  have  been  filed.  The 
committee  shall,  by  rules  and  regulations 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
consider  each  such  request  and.  if  appro¬ 
priate,  provide  for  the  assignment  or  ad¬ 
justment  of  base  quantities  to  such  pro¬ 
ducers  consistent  with  such  commitments 
and  as  win  be  equitable  to  all  growers. 
Hence,  the  propcwed  ammdment  which 
specifies  the  comparative  factors  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  tile  committee.  Those  fac¬ 
tors  are  (1)  the  crop  and  sales  records 
on  acreage  from  which  the  base  quantity 
derives  and  on  any  other  acreage  under 
control  of  the  grower,  (2)  the  grower’s 
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production  trend  and  the  production 
trend  of  the  adjacent  growing  area  dur¬ 
ing  the  representative  period  1968-69 
through  1973-74,  and  (3)  any  other  fac- 
]tors  as  are  applicable  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  marketing  order. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  De¬ 
partment  is  considering  proposed  amend¬ 
ment,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  (Subpart — ^Rides 
and  Regulations;  7  CPR  929.101  et  seq.) 
currently  in  effect  pursuant  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  the  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  Order  No.  929,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  929).  The  order 
regulates  the  handling  of  cranberries 
grown  in  the  States  of  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Washington,  and  Long  Island  in  the 
State  of  New  York.  This  is  a  regulatory 
program  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) . 

The  proposal  to  amend  said  rules  and 
regulations  was  unanimously  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Cranberry  Marketing 
Committee  established  imder  the  order 
as  the  agency  to  administer  the  terms 
and  provisions  thereof. 

The  proposal  is  to  add  a  new  section 
reading  as  follows: 

§  929.148  Assignment  or  adjustment  of 
base  quantities. 

(a)  The  committee  shall,  as  a  basis 
for  assigning  or  adjusting  any  base  quan¬ 
tity,  consider  the  following  factors: 

(1)  Crop  and  sales  records  on  acreage 
from  which  the  base  quantity  derives; 

(2)  Previous  crop  records  on  all  other 
acreage,  if  any,  under  control  of  the 
grower; 

(3)  The  grower’s  production  trend 
from  the  banning  of  the  representative 
period  1968-69  through  1973-74  until  the 
time  of  the  committee’s  decision  on  any 
request  for  assignment  or  adjustment  of 
the  base  quantity; 

(4)  The  production  trend,  during  the 
representative  period  1968-69  through 
1973-74,  of  the  growing  area  adjacent  to 
the  acreage  related  to  the  base  quantity 
imder  consideration;  and 

(5)  Such  other  factors  as  are  applic¬ 
able  pursuant  to  this  part. 

All  persons  who  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  for  consideration 
with  the  proposed  amendment  shall  file 
the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Departm^t 
of  Agriculture,  Room  112A,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  October  20, 
1975.  All  written  submissions  received 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
[7  CFR  Part  1464] 

FIRE-CURED,  DARK  AIR-CURED  AND 
VIRGINIA  SUN-CURED  TOBACCO 

Grade  Loan  Rates  for  Price  Support  on 
1975-Crop  Tobacco 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  <X!C  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  grade  loan  rates  to  be  ap¬ 
plied  in  making  price  support  available 
on  1975-crop  fire-cured,  dark  air-cured 
and  Virginia  sun-cured  tobacco. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  establishing  the  grade  loan 
rates  to  be  applied  by  submitting  views 
and  recommendations  in  writing  to  the 
Director,  Tobacco  and  Peanut  Division, 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
All  comments  received  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975,  will  be  considered.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  ofiBce  of  the  Director 
during  the  regular  business  hours  (8:15 
a.m.  to  4:45  p.m.)  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Under  the  Tobacco  Loan  Program  pub¬ 
lished  in  this  part,  CCC  proposes  to  es¬ 
tablish  loan  rates  by  grades  for  the  1975- 
crop  fire-cured,  tyi>es  21  and  22-23,  dark 
air-cured,  types  35  and  36,  and  Virginia 
sun-cured,  type  37,  as  set  forth  herein. 
These  proposed  rates,  calculated  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  level  of  support  of  65.2  cents  per 
pound  for  the  fire-cured  types  and  58.0 
cents  per  pound  for  the  dark  air-cured 
and  Virginia  sun-cured  types,  as  deter¬ 
mined  under  section  106  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1949  (7  U.S.C.  1445),  are  as 
follows: 

§  1464.17  1975  Crop— Virginia  Fire- 

Cured  Tobacco,  Type  21 — Grade 
Loan  Schedule.^ 

Loan  rate 

[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight] 


Length 

Grado 

47 

46  45 

44 

43 

A2F . 

83 

83 

84  „ 

Ain 

86 

86 

86  .. 

A2D . 

83 

83 

88  „ 

mv 

85 

85 

85  .. 

80 

80 

81 

76  ... 

B3F . 

74 

74 

75 

73 

64 

B4F . 

70 

70 

71 

68 

61 

B5F . 

63 

63 

64 

63 

58 

mn 

84 

84 

84  .. 

nsn 

78 

78 

79 

74  ... 

BSD . 

70 

70 

71 

69 

63 

B4D _ 

65 

65 

66 

65 

60 

BSD . . 

60 

60 

61 

60 

57 

B3M . .; 

66 

66 

67 

64 

62 

B4M. . 

68 

63 

65 

63 

60 

B5M . 

60 

60 

61 

60 

S3 

B80 . 

64 

64 

65 

64 

60 

B4Q . 

62 

62 

64 

63 

59 

B5a . . 

59 

59 

60 

59 

55 

Grade 

Length 

47 

46 

45 

44 

CIL . 

90 

90 

90  ... 

C2L . 

86 

86 

86 

78 

C3L . 

77 

77 

77 

75 

C4L . 

69 

69 

69 

68 

C5L . 

64 

64 

65 

62 

GIF . 

90 

90 

90  ... 

C2F . 

86 

86 

86 

78 

C3F . 

77 

77 

77 

71 

C4F . 

70 

70 

70 

69 

C5F . 

65 

66 

67 

64 

C2D . 

64 

64 

65 

63 

C3D . 

62 

62 

63 

61 

C4D . 

59 

59 

60 

59 

C5D . 

55 

55 

56 

54 

C3M . 

65 

65 

66 

65 

C4M . 

63 

63 

65 

64 

C5M . 

59 

59 

60 

59 

C3G . . 

60 

60 

61 

59 

040 . . 

57 

57 

59 

58 

C50 . 

54 

54 

55 

53 

Grade 

Grade 

XIL . 

.  ^ 

X3M  45.... 

63 

X2L . 

.  71 

X4M . 

63 

X3L . 

.  70 

X4M  45.... 

60 

X4L . 

.  67 

X6M . 

58 

X5L . 

.  63 

X5M  45.... 

57 

XlF . 

.  72 

X30 . 

% 

X2F . 

.  71 

X3Q  45..\. 

62 

X8F . 

.  70 

X40 . 

6l 

X4F . 

.  66 

X4G  45.... 

X5F . 

.  63 

X50 . 

xirr. . 

.  68 

X5G  45 

X2D . 

.  66 

NIL 

X3D . 

X4D . 

.  65 

......  62 

NID . 

47 

X5D . 

.  56 

NIO . 

51 

X3M _ 

_  65 

1  N2. 

37 

§  1464.18  1975-Crop  —  Kentucky-Ten- 

nessee  Fire-Cured  Tobacco,  Types  22 
and  23— Grade  Loan  Schedule.^ 

Loan  rate 

[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight] 


Length 


Grade 

47 

46 

45 

AiF . :. 

.  94 

94 

94 

A2F . 

.  89 

89 

89 

A3F . 

_  81 

81 

81 

AID . 

_  94 

94 

94 

A2D . 

.  89 

89 

89 

A3D . 

_  81 

81 

81 

Grade 

Length 

47 

46  45 

44 

43 

BIF  . 

81 

81 

81 

76  ... 

B2F . 

78 

78 

78 

74  ... 

B8F . 

74 

74 

74 

71 

65 

B4F . 

68 

68 

68 

65 

58 

B5F . 

64 

64 

64 

61 

55 

Bin _ 

80 

80 

80 

75  ... 

B9n  .  _ 

77 

77 

77 

73  ... 

B3D . 

74 

74 

74 

70 

64 

B4D _ 

67 

67 

67 

64 

57 

B5D . 

63 

63 

63 

59 

53 

B8M. . 

69 

69 

69 

65 

60 

B4M . 

64 

64 

64 

60 

53 

B5M . 

59 

59 

59 

54 

49 

B8VF . 

68 

68 

68 

64 

57 

B4VF . 

66 

66 

66 

63 

56 

B5VF . 

. 

62 

62 

62 

59 

52 

B8Q . 

. 

68 

68"^ 

68 

64 

56 

B40 . 

63 

63 

63 

59 

51 

B50.. . 

59 

59 

59 

54 

49 

CIL . 

82 

82 

82 

78  ... 

C3L . . 

79 

79 

79 

76  .. 

C8L . . 

75 

75 

75 

71 

65 

C4L . . 

71 

71 

71 

68 

62 

C5L . . 

66 

68 

68 

66 

59 

GIF . . 

80 

80 

80 

76  .. 

C2F . . 

77 

77 

77 

74  .. 

Dated:  September  29,  1975. 

Charles  R.  Braoer, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-26405  PUed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


^Only  the  original  producer  Is  eligible  to 
receive  advances.  Tobacco  graded  “W” 
(doubtful  keeping  order) ,  “No-O”  (no  grade) , 
"U”  (tmaound) ,  “D**  (damaged)  or  scnq>  will 
not  be  accepted.  The  Association  is  author¬ 
ized  to  deduct  $1  per  hundred  pounds  to  ap¬ 
ply  against  overhead  cost. 


lOnly  the  original  producer  is  eligible  to 
receive  advance.  Tobacco  graded  “No-Q”  (no 
grade),  "U”  (unsound)’*,  "D”  (damaged),  or 
scrap  will  not  be  accepted.  Tobacco  graded 
“W”  (doubtful  keeping  order)  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  at  advance  rates  20  percent  below  the 
advance  rates  otherwise  applicable. 
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Length 


Grade 


have  an  advance  rate  20  percent  below  the 
advance  rate  otherwise  applicable  without 
such  special  facttx’.  The  advance  rates  for 
grades  in  “47  length’’  shall  be  the  same  as 
those  for  such  grades  in  “46  length”. 


Length 

46  45  44 


Length 

46  46  44 

Grade  Advance 
rate 


Grade  Advance 
rate 


§  1464.19  1975-Crop— Dark  Air-Cured 

Tobacco,  Type  35  and  36 — Grade 
Loan  Schedule.^ 

Loan  ToU 

[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight] 


83 

79 

74 

83 

79 

83  ... 
79  ... 
74  ... 
83  ... 
79 

74 

74  ... 

77 

77 

74 

72 

72 

71 

69 

69 

67 

64 

64 

63 

59 

59 

58 

76 

76 

74 

71 

71 

70 

67 

67 

66 

63 

63 

62 

59 

59 

58 

76 

76 

74 

71 

71 

70 

67 

67 

66 

64 

64 

63 

57 

67 

56 

61 

6t 

63 

60 

60 

59 

54 

51 

53 

63 

63 

62 

60 

60 

.59 

54 

54 

53 

1  Only  the  original  proucer  Is  eligible  to 
receive  advances.  Tobacco  graded  “No-Q” 
(no  grade),  “D”  (unsound) ,'“D”  (damaged), 
or  scrap  will  not  be  accepted.  Tobacco 
graded  “W”  (doubtful  keeping  order)  will  be 
accepted  at  advance  rates  20  percent  below 
the  advance  rates  otherwise  applicable. 
Grades  marked  with  the  special  factor  “BH” 
shall  have  an  advance  rate  20  percent  below 
the  advance  rate  otherwise  applicable  with¬ 
out  such  special  factor.  Type  35  grades 
marked  with  the  snecial  factor  “BL”  ahall 


82 

82 

80 

78 

78 

75 

75 

75 

72 

82 

82 

79 

78 

78 

75 

75 

75 

72 

79 

80 

74 

76 

79 

76 

68 

71 

69 

62 

66 

64 

58 

58 

58 

79 

80 

73 

76 

78 

73 

70 

73 

70 

63 

66 

63 

58 

59 

56 

78 

78 

73 

77 

77 

72 

67 

67 

66 

61 

62 

61 

56 

58 

56 

61 

63 

60 

59 

62 

59 

54 

67 

56 

60 

64 

61 

57 

60 

59 

56 

56 

54 

77 

78 

70 

er  Is  eligible  to 

> 

graded 

“W” 

“No-Q” 

(no 

receive  advances.  Tobacco  graded  “W” 
(doubtful  keeping  order),  “No-Q”  (no 
grade),  “U”  (unsound),  “D”  (damaged),  or 
scrap  will  not  be  accepted.  The  association 
Is  authorized  to  deduct  $1  per  hundred 
pounds  to  apply  against  overhead  cost. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Low  Income  Housing  Office 
[24CFRPart888] 

[Docket  No.  R-76-311 1 

SECTION  8  HOUSING  ASSISTANCE 
PAYMENTS  PROGRAM 

Schedule  A;  Fair  Market  Rents  for  New 
Construction  and  Substantial  Rehabili¬ 
tation 

The  Department  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development,  on  March  31,  1975, 
amended  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  by  adding  to  Chapter  VIII  a 
new  Part  888 — Section  8  Housing  As¬ 
sistance  Payments  Program — Pair  Mar¬ 
ket  Rents  and  Contract  Rent  Automatic 
Annual  Adjustment  Factors. 

Since  March  31, 1975,  additional  com¬ 
ments  and  data  have  been  received  indi¬ 
cating  continuing  need  to  revise  these 
rents  in  light  of  the  most  recent  data 
available.  This  material  submitted  by  in¬ 
terested  members  of  the  general  public, 
as  well  as  HUD  Field  Offices,  has  gen¬ 
erally  indicated  a  need  to  increase  the 
published  rents  in  order  to  meet  specific 
local  housing  market  conditions. 
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Grade 


X5D.. 

X3M.. 

X4M.. 

X5M.. 

X3VF. 

X4VF. 

X5VF. 

X3G.. 


XSGv. 

NIL.. 

NID. 

NIQ. 

N2... 


Grade 


Advance 

rate 


Length 

46  45  44 


Grade 

Grade 

T3F. . 

58 

X4F . 

63 

T4F . 

54 

X5F . 

59 

T5F . 

47 

XIR . 

70 

T3R  . 

58 

X2R . 

67 

T4R . 

54 

X3R . 

62 

T5R . 

47 

X4R . 

57 

T3D . 

58 

X5R . 

54 

T4D  . 

54 

X3D . . 

63 

T5D . 

47 

X4D . 

57 

T3M  . 

57 

X5D . 

54 

T4M  . 

52 

X3M. . 

60 

T5M . 

45 

X4M . 

56 

T3G . 

..  56 

X5M . 

52 

T4G . 

52 

X3G . 

58 

T5G . 

46 

X4G . 

.  54 

XlL . . . 

70 

X5G . 

47 

X2L . 

88 

NIL . 

53 

X3L  . 

66 

N2L . 

45 

X4L... . 

64 

NIR . 

45 

X5L  . 

59 

N2R . 

42 

XIF . 

70 

NIG . 

43 

X2F . 

68 

N2G . - . 

40 

X3F . 

64 

§  1464.20  1975-Crop  Virginia  Sun- 

Cured  Tobacco,  Type  37 — Grade 
Loan  Schedule.’^ 


[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight] 


'  57  X4F. 
55  X5F. 

49  XIR. 
57  X2R. 
55  X3R. 

50  X4R. 
55  X5R. 
53  X3D. 
47  X4D. 

‘  54  X5D. 

52  X3M. 
46  X4M. 

57  X5M. 
55  X3Q. 
49  X40. 
65  X5G. 

63  NIR. 
60  N2R. 

58  NIG. 

53  N20, 

64  NIL. 
63  N2L. 
60 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1975. 

E.  J.  Person, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 


[PB  Doc.75-26251  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 
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The  Department  proposes  to  incorpo¬ 
rate  In  Part  888,  Subpart  A,  in  the  re¬ 
spective  appropriate  places  at  40  FR 
14506  and  14557  revised  Schedides  A  for 
the  following  maiicet  areas:  E*rovidence. 
Newport,  Westerly,  Pawtucket,  and 
Woonsocket,  Rhode  Island;  and  Phoenix, 
Arizona. 

Revision  of  the  Schedule  A  Iot  the 
Phoenix,  Arizona  market  area  consists  of 
the  addition  of  elevator  rents  to  the 
Schedule  A  published  March  31, 1975. 

Because  it  is  necessary  to  the  operation 
of  the  section  8  program  that  fair  market 
rents  remain  as  current  as  possible,  and 
because  interested  persons  are  encour¬ 
aged  at  all  times  to  submit  information 
and  data  on  those  rents  which  will  be 
considered  in  initiating  revisions  as 
needed,  it  has  been  determined  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  imnecessary  to  provide 
a  30-day  period  for  comments  on  these 
proposed  revisions  and  that  a  15-day  pe¬ 
riod  is  reasonable  and  in  the  public 
interest. 

Accordingly,  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  written  data,  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  concerning  the 
proposed  revision  by  October  15,  1975. 
All  materials  which  persons  wish  to  sub¬ 
mit  shoiild  be  filed  with  the  Rules  Docket 
Clerk,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
Room  10245,  Department  of  Housing  and 


Urban  Development,  451  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

(Sec.  7(<1)  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535(d) ) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  25, 1975. 

David  S.  Cook, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Hous¬ 
ing  Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit,  FHA  Commissioner. 

U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

section  8  HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  PAYMENTS 
'  PROGRAM 

Schedule  A — Fair  Market  Rents  for  New 
Construction  and  Substantial  Re¬ 
habilitation  {Including  Housing  Fi¬ 
nance  and  Development'  Agencies 
Program) 

These  Pair  Market  Rents  include  pro¬ 
jection  for  construction  time  through 
December  31,  1977. 

NOTE:  The  Pair  Market  Rents  for  (1) 
dwelling  tmits  designed  for  the  elderly  or 
handicapped  are  those  for  the  appropri¬ 
ate  size  unit,  not  to  exceed  2 -Bedroom, 
multiplied  by  1.05  roimded  to  the  next 
higher  whole  dollar,  (2)  congregate 
housing  dwelling  units  are  the  same  as 
for  non-congregate  units,  and  (3)  single¬ 
room  occupancy  dwelling  units  are  those 
for  0 -Bedroom  units  of  the  same  tsrpe. 


Jtuwint  Office,  Providence,  R.I.;  Region  I—Boeton 


Market  area  and  stmcture  type 


Number  of  bedrooms 


_ 

- 

240 

245 

Newport: 

235 

Elevator . . 

Westerly: 

. — . 

240 

Wftlknp 

. 

240 

245 

Pawtucket: 

Semldetoched/row  .  . . 

- 

Walkup. 

Elevator..... . 

Woonsocket: 

Detached . . . 

Bemidetached/row  . 

Walkup . . 

Elevator . 


240 

245 


235 

240 


320 

810 

330 


315 

305 

320 


3-20 

310 

330 


320 

310 

330 


315 

305 

3-20 


405 

395 

380 

435 

395 

390 

375 

430 

405 

395 

380 

435 

405 

395 

380 

435 


390 

376 

430 


3 

4  or  more 

445 

475 

435 

470 

425 

405 

435 

470 

430 

405 

420 

400 

445 

475 

435 

470 

425 

405 

445 

475 

435 

470 

425 

405 

435 

470 

1  430 

405 

1  420 

\ _ 

400 

U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

section  8  housing  assistance  payments 
progham 

Schedule  A — Fair  Market  Rents  for  New 
Construction  and  Substantial  Re¬ 
habilitation  {Including  Housing  Fi¬ 
nance  and  Development  Agencies 
Program) 

These  Fair  Market  Rents  include  pro¬ 
jection  for  construction  time  through 
Deconber  31, 1976. 


NOTE:  The  Fair  Market  Rents  for  (1) 
dwelling  imits  designed  for  the  dderly 
or  handicapped  are  those  for  the  appro¬ 
priate  size  unit,  not  to  exceed  2-Bedroom, 
multiplied  by  1.05  and  rotmded  to  the 
next  higher  whole  dollar,  (2)  congregate 
housing  dwelling  units  are  the  same  as 
for  non-congregate  units,  and  (3)  single- 
rocnn  occupancy  dwelling  units  are  those 
for  0-Bedroom  units  of  the  same  type. 
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buiuint  Ogiet,  Phoenix,  ArixoM:  Region  IX— Son  Pnneieeo 


Number  of  bedrooms 

0 

1 

2 

8 

4orm<xe 

Phoenix; 

284 

274 

829 

Semidetached/row  . — . . 

Walkup _ . - — _  176 

Elevator . .  200 

214 

191 

242 

289 
287 
285  .. 

295 

276 

337 

305 

IPR  DOC.7&-26201  Piled  10-1-76;  8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[lOCFR  Part  212] 

MARKUP  ON  RETAIL  SALES  OF  AVIATION 
FUELS  BY  FIXED  BASE  OPERATORS  TO 
REFLECT  INCREASED  NON  PRODUCT 
COSTS 

Proposed  Rulemaking  and  Public  Hearing 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  proposal  to  re¬ 
view  the  amount  which  may  be  added  to 
the  retail  selling  price  of  aviation  fuels 
by  fixed  base  operators  to  refiect  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs  under  the  pe¬ 
troleum  price  regulations,  in  order  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  or  to  what  extent  some 
modification  of  that  amount  may  now  be 
appropriate.  The  PEA  will  receive  written 
comments  and  hold  a  public  hearing  with 
respect  to  this  proposal. 

Under  10  CPR  212.93(a),  any  petro¬ 
leum  retailer  is  permitted  to  charge  a 
price  which  is  its  weighted  average  law¬ 
ful  price  for  the  product  to  the  class  of 
purchaser  concerned  on  May  15,  1973, 
plus  an  amount  which  refiects  a  doUar- 
for-doUar  pass  through  of  the  increased 
cost  of  the  product  since  May  15, 1973.  In 
addition,  under  10  CPR  212.93(b)(2), 
adopted  effective  April  1,  1974,  any  re¬ 
tailer  of  middle  distillates.  Including  avi¬ 
ation  fuels,  is  permitted  to  add  one  cent 
per  gallon  to  the  price  otherwise  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  charged  in  retail  sales  of 
those  products,  to  refiect  increases  in 
non-product  costs.  Non-product  costs  are 
wages,  rent,  utilities,  fees,  taxes,  inter¬ 
est,  insurance,  etc. 

Parallel  provisions  of  the  price  regu¬ 
lations  applicable  to  retail  sales  of  middle 
distillates  by  refiners  through  company 
owned  and  operated  marketing  outlets 
also  permit  price  increases  of  one  cent 
per  gallon  at  the  retail  lev^  to  refiect  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs  (10  CPR  212.- 
87(c)  (4)  (iv) ) .  A  refiner  which  increases 
prices  \mder  this  provision  to  refiect  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs  is,  however, 
subject  to  a  profit  margin  limitation  (10 
CPR  212.82(d)). 

PEA  has  received  a  number  of  com¬ 
ments  indicating  that  the  foregoing  reg¬ 
ulations,  as  they  apply  to  retail  sales  of 
aviation  fuels  by  “fixed  base  operators” 
(airport-based  retailers  of  aviation  fuels 
and  services  to  non-commercial  aviation) 
are  inadequate  insofar  as  they  limit  to 
one  cent  per  gallon  the  markup  permit¬ 
ted  to  refiect  non-product  cost  increases 
which  have  been  incurred  since  May  of 
1973.  While  infiation  and  increases  in 
non-product  costs  have  not  necessarily 
affected  fixed  base  operators  to  a  greater 


degree  than  other  petroleiun  retailers, 
fixed  base  oE>erators  do  appear  to  be  in 
a  particularly  vulnerable  position  with 
respect  to  non-product  cost  escalation 
due  to  their  inability  to  curtail  services 
or  otherwise  cut  non-product  expenses. 

Fixed  base  operators  generally  operate 
imder  contract  with  mimicipal  or  other 
public  aviation  authority  and  typically 
provide  vitol  airport  services  such  as  bag¬ 
gage  and  caigo  handling  and  sdrcraft 
maintenance  in  addition  to  selling  avia¬ 
tion  fuel  for  use  in  small  private  and 
business  aircraft.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  the  fixed  base  operator’s  facili¬ 
ties  are  usually  required  to  remain  open 
and  its  services  kept  available  on  a  24- 
hour  basis.  It  is  normally  not  possible,  as 
in  the  case  of  gasoline  service  stations, 
to  cut  operating 'eosts  by  curtailment  of 
services  or  hours  of  sendee.  Consequent¬ 
ly,  fixed  base  operators  have  little  or  no 
practical  means  of  avoiding  non-product 
cost  escalation  in  the  face  of  the  fixed 
one  cent  per  gallon  increment  (in  effect 
since  April,  1974)  which  is  permitted  to 
cover  all  increases  in  non-product  costs. 

In  view  of  these  special  considerations, 
together  with  industry  r^resentations 
that  an  increase  from  one  cent  per  gal¬ 
lon  to  three  or  four  cents  per  gallon  for 
non-product  cost  increases  can  now  be 
justified  in  scone  cases,  the  PEA  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  review  at  this  time  the  question 
of  the  adequacy  or  inadequacy  of  the 
standard  markup  currently  allowed  to  re¬ 
fiect  non-product  cost  increases  of  fixed 
base  operators. 

The  scope  of  this  review  is  limited  to 
aviation  fuels  as  sold  by  fixed  bcuse  oper¬ 
ators.  Although  retail  sales  of  aviation 
fuels  are  made  by  refiners  or  resellers  in 
bulk  quantities  to  cmnmercial  airlines,  it 
does  not  appear  necessary  to  review  the 
one  cent  standard  markup  for  non¬ 
product  cost  increases  relating  to  those 
sales  at  this  time  because  (a)  non¬ 
product  costs  appear  to  be  proportion¬ 
ately  much  smaller  in  that  industry  on  a 
per-gallon  basis  cennpared  with  those  of 
fixed  base  operators,  and  (b)  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  providing  ancillary  services  and 
the  problem  of  inability  to  curtail  them 
are  not  present.  POr  the  same  or  simi¬ 
lar  reasons,  a  review  of  the  standard 
markup  at  the  wholesale  level  to  cover 
non-product  cost  increases  relating  to 
sales  of  aviation  fuels  does  not  appear 
warranted  at  this  time. 

The  PEA  therefore  solicits  written 
comment,  and  particularly  fiivancial  and 
economic  data,  which  would  support  the 
maintenance  of  the  increment  presently 
allowed,  an  additicmal  Increment,  or  an 
adjustment  by  an  alternative  method  to 


the  amoimt  currently  permitted  to  be 
added  to  the  retail  price  of  aviation  fuel 
to  refiect  non-product  cost  increases. 
Data  should  be  quantified,  if  possible,  on 
the  basis  of  net  overall  changes  in  non¬ 
product  costs  on  a  per-gallon  basis  since 
May  15,  1973. 

The  FEIA  also  wishes  to  solicit  spe¬ 
cific  comment  on  the  following  problem 
areas: 

(a)  Whether  and  if  so  to  what  extent 
it  is  possible  to  isolate  non-product  cost 
increases  relating  to  activities  of  fixed 
base  operators  which  are  non-essential 
(such  as  airersdt  sales)  or  are  unrelated 
to  airport  services  from  non-product 
cost  increases  relating  to  activities  which 
are  indispensibly  related  to  aircraft 
operation  or  movement  of  passengers  and 
cargo  or  are  otherwise  required  to  be 
performed  under  the  terms  of  the  fixed 
base  operator’s  contract: 

(b)  Whether  and  if  so  to  what  extent 
the  activities  or  services  performed  by 
fixed  based  curators  today  were  per¬ 
formed  in  May  1973,  and,  conversely,  to 
what  extent  activities  or  service  per¬ 
formed  in  May,  1973,  are  no  longer  per¬ 
formed: 

(c)  To  what  extent  are  charges  made 
or  permitted  to  be  made  for  ancillary 
services  which  serve  or  could  serve  to  de¬ 
fray  non-product  cost  Increases  and,  in 
general,  whether  it  would  be  appropriate 
to  permit  increased  non-product  costs 
relating  to  ancillary  services  for  which 
fees  are  or  could  be  charged  to  be  passed 
through  in  the  form  of  price  increases 
on  aviation  fuels: 

(d)  Whether  any  significant  basis 
exists  for  permitting  a  different  incre¬ 
ment  (standard  markup)  for  large  fixed 
base  operators  compared  with  small 
fixed  base  operators  or  <m  some  other 
basis  of  classification:  and 

(e)  The  appnH)riateness  and  adequacy 
of  PEA’S  proposed  definition  of  fixed  base 
(H>erators  as  set  forth  below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  bj'  submitting 
data,  views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to 
this  matter  to  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions,  Room  3309,  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Box  EH,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  docu¬ 
ments  submitted  to  PEA  Executive  Com¬ 
munications  with  the  designation  “Avia¬ 
tion  Fuel  Prices;  Retail  Markup  by  Fixed 
Base  Operators  to  Refiect  Non-Product 
Cost  Increases.”  Fifteen  copies  should  be 
submitted.  All  ctmunents  received  by  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1975,  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t., 
and  all  other  relevant  information  will 
be  considered  by  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  before  the  final  actiem  is 
taken  on  the  mx^xxsed  regulations. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  cemfiden- 
tial  must  be  so  identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  c<H>y  only.  The  PEA  re¬ 
serves  the  rifiht  to  determine  the  con¬ 
fidential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  that 
determlnaticMi. 

The  public  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  held  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  on  Octo- 
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ber  15,  1975,  and  will  be  continued,  if 
necessary  on  October  16,  1975,  at  Room 
2105,  2000  M  Street,  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.,  in  order  to  receive  comments  from 
interested  persons  on  the  matters  set 
forth  herein. 

Any  person  who  has  an  interest  in  this 
matter,  or  who  is  a  representative  of  a 
group  or  class  of  persons  that  has  an 
interest  in  this  matter,  may  make  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  an  opportunity  to  make 
oral  presentation.  Such  a  request  should 
be  directed  to  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions,  FEA,  and  must  be  received  before 
4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  on  October  7, 1975.  Such 
a  request  may  be  hand  delivered  to  Room 
3309,  Federal  Building,  12th  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
between  the  houcs  of  8  and  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday.  The  person 
making  the  request  should  be  prepared 
to  describe  the  interest  concerned;  if  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  state  why  he  is  a  proper 
representative  ot  a  group  or  class  of  per¬ 
sons  that  has  such  an  interest;  and  to 
give  a  concise  summary  of  the  proposed 
oral  presentation  and  a  phone  niunber 
where  he  may  be  contacted  through  Oc¬ 
tober  10, 1975.  Each  person  selected  to  be 
heard  will  be  so  notified  by  the  FEA 
before  4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  October  9,  1975, 
and  .must  submit  100  copies  of  his  state¬ 
ment  to  Executive  Communications, 
FEA,  Romn  2214,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20508,  before  4:30  p.m., 
e.d.t.,  tm  October  14,  1975. 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select 
the  persons  to  be  heard  at  these  hear¬ 
ings,  to  schedule  their  respective  pres¬ 
entations  and  to  establish  the  procedures 
governing  the  conduct  of  the  hearings. 
The  length  of  each  presentation  may  be 
limited,  based  on  the  number  of  persons 
requesting  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearings.  These  will  not  be 
judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearings. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearings,  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  person  pre¬ 
senting  statements.  Any  decision  made 
by  the  FEA  with  respect  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  hearings  will  be  based  on 
all  information  available  to  the  FEA.  At 
the  conclusion  of  all  initial  oral  state¬ 
ments,  each  person  who  has  made  an 
oral  statement  will  be  given  the  op- 
portimity,  if  he  sq  desires,  to  make  a 
rebuttal  statement.  The  rebuttal  state¬ 
ments  will  be  given  in  the  order  in  which 
the  initial  statements  were  made  and 
will  be  subject  to  time  limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions,  to  be  asked  of  any  person  mak¬ 
ing  a  statement  at  the  hearings,  to  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Communications,  FEA,  before 
4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  October  14,  1975.  Any 
person  who  wishes  to  ask  a  question  at 
the  hearings  may  submit  the  question,  in 
writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The  FEA 
or  the  presiding  officer,  if  the  question 
is  submitted  at  the  hearings,  will  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  question  is  relevant, 
and'whether  the  time  limitations  permit 
it  to  be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rul^  needed 
for  the  propw  conduct  of  the  hearings 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 


A  transcript  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  including  the  transcript,  will  be 
retained  by  the  FEA  and  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  Administrator’s  Re¬ 
ception  Area,  Room  3400,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  Any  person  may  purchase  a 
copy  of  the  transcript  from  the  reporter. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this  no¬ 
tice  has  been  submitted  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  for  his  comments  concerning  the 
impact  of  this  proposal  on  the  quality 
of  the  environment.  The  Administrator 
had  no  comments  on  this  proposal. 

This  proposal  has  been  reviewed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Executive  Order  11821, 
issued  November  27,  1974,  and  has  been 
determined  not  to  be  of  a  nature  that 
requires  an  evaluation  of  its  infiationary 
impact  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11821. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  93-159,  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  93-611  and  Pub.  L.  94-99;  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Act  6f  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-275;  E.O.  11790,  39  FR  23185.) 

In  consideratiqn  of  tfle  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  212,  Chapter  II 
of  Title  10  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
as  set  forth  below. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  30, 1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

General  Counsel. 

Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  Section  212.31  is  revised  to  add,  in 
appropriate  alphabetical  order,  a  defini¬ 
tion  of  “fixed  base  operator’’  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  212.31  Definitions. 

•  *  *  *  ♦ 
“Fixed  base  operator’’  means  a  firm 
which  maintains  an  office  and  other  fa¬ 
cilities  at  an  airport  under  contract  with 
a  public  aviation  authority  or  airport 
owner  for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  the 
retail  sale  of  aviation  fuels  and  in  one  or 
more  of  the  following  general  aviation 
activities:  aircraft  maintenance,  servic¬ 
ing,  parking,  tie-down,  storage  and  other 
aircraft  services;  baggage  and  cargo  han¬ 
dling  and  other  passenger/freight  serv¬ 
ices;  operaticm  of  flight  schools  and/or 
aircraft  maintenance  schools;  mainte¬ 
nance  and/or  sales  of  avionics  equipment 
and  systems;  and  rental  and/or  sales  of 
aircraft 

*  •  •  •  * 

2.  Section  212.87  is  amended  to  revise 
paragraph  (c)  (4)  (iv)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.87  Increased  non-product  costs. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(c)  Defined  categories  of  non-product 
costs.  *  •  • 

(4)  Marketing  cost  increase.  •  •  * 

(iv)  Allow  an  increase  in  the  prices  of 
middle  distillates  above  the  prices  other¬ 
wise  permitted  to  be  charged  for  middle 
distillates  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
this  part  (including  the  foregoing  para¬ 


graph  (b)  (4)  (i)  of  this  section)  by  an 
amount  not  in  excess  of  one  cent  per  gal¬ 
lon  with  respect  to  retail  sales  and  not  in 
excess  of  one-quarter  cent  per  gallon  with 
respect  to  all  other  sales,  except  that, 
with  respect  to  retail  sales  by  fixed  base 
operators  of  aviation  fuels,  allow  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  amoimt  otherwise  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  charged  for  that  item  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  part  by  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  —  cent  [si  per  gal¬ 
lon;  and 

«  *  *  *  « 

3.  Section  212.93  is  amended  to  revise 
paragraph  (b)(2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§212.93  Price  Rule. 

***** 

(b)  *  * 

(2)  With  respect  to  middle  distillates; 

In  all  retail  sales  except  sales  by  fixed 
base  operators  of  aviation  fuels,  begin¬ 
ning  with  April,  1974,  a  seller  may  charge 
one  cent  per  gallon  in  excess  of  the 
amount  otherwise  permitted  to  be 
charged  for  that  item  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (1)  (i)  of  this  section,  to  reflect 
non-product  cost  increases  which  the 
seller  incurred  after  May  15, 1973;  in  re¬ 
tail  sales  by  fixed  base  operators  of  avia¬ 
tion  fuels,  beginning  with _ I _ , 

1975,  a  seller  may  charge  __  centls]  per 
gallon  in  excess  of  the  amount  otherwise 
permitted  to  be  charged  for  that  item 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
to  reflect  non-product  cost  increases 
which  the  seller  incurred  after  May  15. 
1973;  and  with  respect  to  all  other  sales, 
a  seller  that  had  a  total  sales  volume  of 
covered  products  in  calendar  year  1973 
of  less  than  100  million  gallons  may 
charge  one-half  cMit  per  gallon  in  excess 
of  the  amoimt  otherwise  permitted  to  be 
charged  for  that  item  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (1)  (i)  of  this  section,  to  re¬ 
flect  nonproduct  cost  increases  which  the 
seller  incurred  after  May  15, 1973,  and  a 
seller  that  had  a  total  sales  volume  of 
covered  products  in  calendar  year  1973  of 
100  million  gallons  or  more  may  charge 
one-quarter  cent  per  gallon  in  excess  of 
the  amount  otherwise  permitted  to  be 
charged  for  that  item  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including  p>ara- 
graph  (b)  (1)  (i)  of  this  section,  to  reflect 
non -product  cost  increases  which  the  sel¬ 
ler  incurred  after  May  15,  1973. 

•  *  •  *  ♦ 

[PR  Doc.75-26537  Piled  9-3D-75;3:58  pm] 

SECURITIES  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[  17  CFR  Part  240  ] 

[Release  34-11678;  FUe  Nos.  S7-585  and 
586111* 

SECURITIES  INFORMATION 
PROCESSORS 

Proposed  Rulemaking;  Withdrawal  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule;  Request  for  Comments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  (the 
“Commission’’)  pursuant  to  Its  authority 

See  FR  Doc.75-26372  in  this  issue. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  192 — THURSDAY,  OCTOBER  2,  1975 


PROPOSED  RULES 


45449 


under  ;:^ectlons  2,  3.  IIA  and  23  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”) ,  15  U.S.C.  78b,  78c,  78k-l  and  78w, 
has  under  consideration  a  proposal  to 
adopt  Rules  llAb2-2,  llAb2-3  and 
llAb5-l."  Prwosed  Rule  llAb2-3  re¬ 
quires  each  registered  securities  info^ 
mation  processor  to  file,  before  Jime  30 
of  each  year,  an  annual  amendment  to 
Form  SIP.  In  each  such  amendment  the 
registrant  is  required  to  update  the  in¬ 
formation  contained  in  Form  SIP,  or  any 
exhibit  or  supple^ient  thereto,  which  has 
changed  or  become  inaccurate  and  has 
not  previously  been  reported.  Beginning 
with  the  registrant’s  first  annual  amend¬ 
ment,  the  proposed  rule  would  require 
each  registi^t  to  supply  the  information 
requested  by  item  13(g)  of  Form  SIP  for 
all  employees.  The  pr(^)0sed  rule  also  re¬ 
quires  that  ciurent  financial  information 
contained  in  item  20  of  Form  SIP  be  filed 
with  the  annual  amendment  as  of  the 
end  of  the  most  recent  fiscal  year  of  any 
afOliate  of  the  registrant  which  also  en¬ 
gages  in  performing  securities  informa¬ 
tion  processing  functions.  Proposed  Rule 
llAb2-2  woiild  also  initiate  a  require¬ 
ment  that  the  financial  information  re¬ 
quired  of  the  registrant  in  item  19  be 
certified  by  an  independent  public  ac¬ 
countant  and  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  within  90  days  of  the  close  of  the 
registrant’s  most  recent  fiscal  year. 

Proposed  Rule  llAb3-2  is  designed  to 
keep  the  information  about  each  regis¬ 
ter^  securities  information  processor 
current  so  that  the  Commission  can  as¬ 
certain  that  each  registrant  continues  to 
have  the  capacity  and  organization  to 
assure  the  prompt,  accurate  and  reliaUe 
performance  of  its  functions  as  a  secu¬ 
rities  information  processor.* 

Proposed  Rule  llAb2r-3  provides  that 
each  successor  to  a  registered  securities 
information  processor  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  registered  for  purposes  of  section  11 
A(b)  (1)  of  the  Act  for  an  Initial  period 
of  30  days  following  the  date  of  succes¬ 
sion  provided  that  the  successor  files  a 
statement  with  the  Commission  which 
adopts  the  Form  SIP,  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  of  its  predecessor  as  its 
own.  Furthermore,  If  the  successor  files 
a  new  applicati<m  for  registration  within 
30  days  of  the  succession,  the  successor 
may  be  deemed  to  be  registered  for  a  con¬ 
tinuing  period  up  to  90  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  notice  of  the  new  application 
for  registration.  It  should  also  be  noted, 
however,  that  Rule  llAb2-l(c)  would  re¬ 
quire  the  prompt  amendment  of  certain 
information  in  the  predecessor’s  Form 


1  The  (Tommlsslon  also  announced  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  Rule  llAb2-l  and  related  Form  SIP, 
requiring  all  exclusive  securities  information 
processors  to  be  registered  by  December  1, 
1975.  (See  “Rules  and  Regulations”) . 

*  Section  llA(b)  (4)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
“[i]f  the  Commission  finds  that  any  regis¬ 
tered  securities  Information  processor  is  no 
longer  in  existence  or  has  ceased  to  do  busi¬ 
ness  in  the  capacity  specified  in  its  appli¬ 
cation  for  registration,  the  Commission,  by 
order,  shall  cancel  the  registration.” 


Sn*  If  that  Infonnatlon  became  Inac¬ 
curate  by  reason  of  the  succession  or 
otherwise  within  the  prescribed  grace 
period. 

Proposed  Rule  llAb5-l  requires  a  reg¬ 
istered  securities  Information  processor 
which  prtdxibits  or  limits  any  person  in 
respect  of  access  to  any  of  its  services  to 
file  notice  of  such  prohibition  or  limita¬ 
tion  within  15  days  thereof  and  to  send  a 
copy  of  such  notice  to  any  person  ag¬ 
grieved  by  such  prohibition  or  limitation. 
Ihe  notice  must  Include,  in  narrative 
form,  the  name  and  addr^  of  the  secu¬ 
rities  Information  processor  and  of  the 
party  to  whom  access  was  prohibited  or 
limited,  the  date  access  was  requested 
and  the  nature  of  the  request,  the  date 
access  was  prohibited  or  limited,  ttie  rea¬ 
son  for  such  prohibition  or  limitation, 
and  any  amiUcable  documents.* 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  proposed  rules  and  submit 
their  views  and  comments  in  triplicate  to 
Creorge  A.  Fitzsimmons.  Secretary,  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission,  500 
North  Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549  not  later  than  November  1,  1975. 
All  commimications  should  refer  to  file 
No.  S7-585  and  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Rocnn. 

Request  for  comments  an.  the  need  to 
register  non-exclusive  Securities  Infor¬ 
mation  Processors.  Section  llA(b)  (1)  of 
the  Act  provides  that 

[A]  securities  Information  processor  not  act¬ 
ing  as  the  exclusive  processor  of  any  Informa¬ 
tion  •  •  *  Is  exempt  from  tbe  requiremant 
to  register  In  accordance  with  this  section 
unlesB  the  Commission,  by  rule  or  order,  finds 
that  the  registration  ot  such  securities  infor- 
mation  processor  is  necessary  or  ^proprlate 
in  the  public  Interest,  for  the  protection  of 
investors,  or  for  tbe  aehfevement  of  the 
purposes  of  this  sectkni  *  *  *. 

’The  Commission  invites  comments 
with  regard  to  whether  it  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  to  require,  by  rule  or  order, 
the  registration  non-exchisive  secu¬ 
rities  information  processors,  or  of  a  class 
of  such  processors.  Comments  should  ad¬ 
dress  whether  the  Commission,  in  adopt¬ 
ing  a  rule,  should  conditionally  or  uncon¬ 
ditionally  exempt  any  class  of  securities 
InfOTmation  processors  from  reglsFtration 
if  registration  fe  to  be  requhred  of  secu¬ 
rities  infonnatlon  processors  which  do 
not  act  in  an  exclusive  capacity. 

In  evaluating  the  need  to  register  non¬ 
exclusive  securities  information  proces¬ 
sors,  commentators  may  wish  to  consult 
one  or  more  of  the  following  documents: 

1.  Propceal  to  Adopt  Rule  15c3-10.  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  8661  (August  4, 
1969),  34  FJl.  12952  (1969) . 


*  Section  llA(b)  (5)  (A)  of  the  Act  states 
that  "[l]f  any  registered  securities  Informa¬ 
tion  processor  prohibits  or  limits  any  person 
In  respect  of  services  offered,  directly  or  In¬ 
directly,  by  such  securities  information  proc¬ 
essor,  the  registered  securities  infmmation 
processor  shall  promptly  file  notice  thereof 
with  the  Commission.  The  notice  shall  be  in 
such  form  as  the  Commission,  by  rule,  may 
prescribe  as  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  or  for  the  protection  of  inves¬ 
tors.” 


3.  Securities  Industry  Study,  Report  at  the 
SubcQtnm.  on  Commerce  and.  Finance  of  the 
Wonae  Comm,  on  Interstate  and  FocMgn 
Commerce.  HJt.  Rep.  No.  1519,  9ad  Cong.,  1st 
Sees.  117-130,  (1972). 

3.  Securities  Industry  Study.  Report  of  the 
Subcomm.  on  Securities  of  the  Senate  Cbmm. 
on  Banking,  Housing  and  Urban  Affairs, 

S.  Doc.  No.  13,  93d  Cong.,  Ist  Sees.  88-133 
(1978). 

4.  “Comments  at  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission."  Hearings  on  S.2519  be¬ 
fore  the  Subcomm.  ,on  Securities  of  the 
Senate  Ck>mm.  on  Banking,  Housing  and 
Urban  Affairs,  National  Securities  Market 
System  Act  of  1973,  93d  Cong.,  1st  Sess.  70-80 
and  85-88  (1973). 

5.  Hearings  on  S.240  before  the  Subcomm. 
on  Securities  of  the  Senate  Comm,  on  Bank¬ 
ing,  Housing  and  Urban  Affairs,  04th  Cong., 
1st  Sess.  186-187,  213-15,  224-28  (1975). 

6.  Securities  Acts  Amendments  of  1976,  Re¬ 
port  of  the  Senate  Comm,  on  uawHng  Boiis- 
ing  and  Urban  Affairs  to  Accompany  S.249, 

S.  Rep.  No.  75,  94th  Cong.,  1st  Sees.  9-12. 
90-91, 101-07  (1975). 

7.  Securities  Acts  Amendments  of  187A 
Conference  Report  to  Accompany  SJ140.  Joint 
Explanatory  Statement  of  the  Comm,  on  Otm- 
ference,  HR.  Rep.  No.  229,  94th  Cong.,  lat 
Sess.  08-94  (1975). 

Comments  should  be  submitted  in  trip¬ 
licate  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Seere- 
tary.  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  500  North  Csqiitol  Street,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20549  not  later  than  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1975.  All  communications  should 
refer  to  File  No.  S7-586  and  win  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Reference  Room. 

Withdrawal  of  Proposed  Rule  15c2-10. 
The  Commission  also  announced  the 
withdrawal  of  proposed  Ride  15c2-I9,  a 
rule  which  was  proposed  In  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Release  No.  8661  (Aug.  4.  1969), 
34  m  12952  (1969).  Ihe  proposed  rule 
would  have  provided  a  regiteti^  frame¬ 
work  for  automated  trading  information 
systems  (other  than  those  within  tiie 
scope  of  regulation  securities  ex- 
-  changes  and  assoclatioiis)  by  prohibiting 
a  broker  or  dealer  from  operating  or  par- 
ticipattog  In  such  a  system  unless  the 
system  were  the  subject  of  a  plan  de¬ 
clared  effective  by  the  COmmissioii.  In 
view  of  the  regulatory  sidicine  provided 
by  the  1975  Amendments,  part  of  wbfeh 
is  being  implemented  herein,  further  een- 
sideratioo,  or  adoption,  of  suidi  a  nde  is 
deemed  no  longer  necessary. 

By  the  Commission. 

fsKSLl  Gaokcx  A.  FItzmmwows, 

'  Secretarv. 

September  23. 1975. 

Text  of  the  Rules 

Rules  llAb2-2  (17  (3PR  240.11Ab2-2), 
llAb2-3  (17  CFR  240.11Ab2-3)  and 
llAb5-l  (CFR  240.11Ab5-l) ,  as  proposed, 
read  as  follows: 

§  240.11A1»2— 2  Annual  amendments  to 
registration  statement  of  securities 
information  processors. 

(a)  On  or  before  June  30  of  each  year 
each  registered  securities  information 
processor  shall  file  an  annual  amendment 
to  Form  SIP  setting  forth:  (1)  All 
changes,  and  the  effective  dates  thereof, 
which  have  been  effected  in  any  of  the 
information  contained  in  items  1-18  and 
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21-31  and  which  huve  not  previously  been 
reported.  Such  amendment  shall  include 
Information  as  of  the  latest  practicable 
date  within  one  month  of  the  date  on 
which  the  annual  amendment  is  filed.  In 
the  event  no  such  changes  have  oc¬ 
curred  during  the  period  covered  by  the 
amendment,  the  registrant  shall  set  forth 
a  statement  to  that  effect  in  the  amend¬ 
ment.  (2)  All  information  required  by 
item  20  ^  of  the  close  of  the  most  recent 
fiscal  year  of  any  affiliate  of  the  regis¬ 
trant. 

(b)  All  information  required  by  item  19 
of  Form  SIP  shall  be  filed  within  90  days 
of  the  close-  of  the  registrant’s  most 
recent  fiscal  year,  such  information  to  be 
certified  by  an  independent  public  ac¬ 
countant. 

(c)  Commencing  with  each  registrant’s 
first  annual  amendment,  each  registrant 
shall  list  as  item  13h  of  Form  SIP  any 
employee  who  is  subject  to  any  order, 
conviction,  injimction  or  action  de¬ 
scribed  in  item  13g  of  Form  SIP  and 
describe  for  each  such  employee  the  na¬ 
ture  of  such  order,  conviction.  Injunction 
or  action.  Item  13h  shall  thereafter  be 
.subject  to  amendment  piusuant  to  Rules 
llAb2-l(b)  andllAb2-2(a). 

§  240.1 lAb2— 3  Registration  of  a  succes¬ 
sor  to  a  registered  securities  infor¬ 
mation  processor. 

In  the  event  that  a  securities  informa¬ 
tion  processor  succeeds  to  and  continues 
the  business  of  another  registered  secur¬ 
ities  information  processor, 

(a)  The  registration  of  the  predecessor 
diall  be  deemed  to  remain  effective  as 
the  registration  of  the  successor  for  a 
period  of  30  days  after  such  succession 
if  the  successor  ffies  a  statement  with  the 
Commission  adopting  the  Form  SIP,  and 
an  amendments  thereto,  of  its  predeces¬ 
sor  as  its  own; 

(b)  If  such  successor  in  addition  files 
a  new  application  for  registration  on 
Form  sn*  within  30  days  of  the  succes¬ 
sion,  the  registration  of  the  predecessor 
shaU  be  deeued  to  r^nain  effective  as 
the  registration  of  the  successor  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  90  days  foUowing  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  by  the  Commission  of  notice  of 
such  filing. 

§  24().llAb5-l  Notice  of  prohibition  or 
limitation  in  respect  of  access  to  serv- 
iees ;  form  of  notice. 

Any  registered  securities  Information 
processor  which  prohibits  or  limits  any 


person  In  respect  of  access  to  services  of¬ 
fered,  direct^  or  indirectly,  by  such  se- 
ctulties  information  processor  shall, 
within  15  days  of  such  prohibition  or  lim¬ 
itation,  file  with  the  Commission  notice 
of  such  action  and  send  a  copy  of  such 
notice  to  any  person  aggrieved  by  such 
prohibition  or  limitation.  The  notice 
shall  include,  in  narrative  form,  the 
name  and  address  of  the  registereid  se¬ 
curities  information  processor,  the  name 
and  address  of  the  party  to  which  the 
prohibition  or  limitation  was  applied,  the 
date  access  was  requested,  the  nature  of 
the  request,  the  effective  date  of  such  pro¬ 
hibition  or  limitation,  the  reason  for  such 
prohibition  or  limitation,  and  any  appli¬ 
cable  documents. 

[FR  I>oc.76-2e373  Piled  10-1-75:9:46  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[49CFRPart  1033] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  66  (Sub-No.  4)  ] 
REVISED  GUIDELINES  FOR  THE  IMPLE¬ 
MENTATION  OF  THE  NATIONAL  ENVI¬ 
RONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT  OF  1969 

September  29,  1975. 
Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding;  and 
It  appearing  That  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  Notice  of  the  institution  of  this  rule- 
making  proceeding  at  40  FR  37233  (Au¬ 
gust  26,  1975)  omitted  the  preliminary 
statement  which  Invited  comment  there¬ 
on  in  light  of  the  recent  Supreme  Court 
decision  in  “Aberdeen  &  Rockfish  Rail¬ 
road  Co.  v.  Students  Challenging  Regu¬ 
latory  Agency  Procedures  (SCRAP),” 

- U.S. - (1975) ;  that  said  omission 

necessitates  an  extension  of  time  in  which 
representations  on  the  proposed  rule- 
making  shall  be  filed;  and  good  cause 
appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  time  In  which 
representations  on  the  proposed  rule- 
making  shall  be  filed  be,  and  it  Is  hereby, 
extended  to  October  10,  1975. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  .notice  of 
this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  order 
and  the  attached  notice  in  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  for  public  in¬ 
spection,  and  by  delivering  a  copy  of  the 
notice  to  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Register,  for  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  as  notice  to  interested 
persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  September  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Staf¬ 
ford. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  served 
August  15,  1975,  a  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ing  was  instituted  for  the  purpose  of 
proposing  revised  guidelines  for  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969.  Through  an  inad¬ 
vertency.  the  Federal  Register  Notice  of 
the  proposed  rulemaking  at  40  Fed.  Reg, 
37233  (August  26, 1975) ,  omitted  the  pre¬ 
liminary  statement  to  the  bound  copy  of 
the  rulemaking  which  invited  public 
comment  in  light  of  the  recent  Supreme 
Court  opinion  rendered  In  “Aberdeen  & 
Rockfish  Railroad  Co.  v.  Students  Chal¬ 
lenging  Regulatory  Agency  Procedures” 

(SCTtAP) .  - U.S.  -  (Nos.  73-1966 

and  73-1971,  June  24,  1975) ,  7  ERC  2009 
(SCRAP  m . 

The  proposed  rules  should  accordingly 
be  examined  in  light  of  SCRAP  II  and  the 
public  is  invited  to  comment  not  only  on 
the  proposed  rules  but  on  the  following 
additional  questions  raised  by  SCTIAP 
II: 

1.  In  light  of  SCRAP  H,  should  the 
Commission  revise  its  environmental  reg¬ 
ulations  currently  in  force  and  codified 
at  49  C J'.R.  §  1100.250.  (Appendix  A  fol¬ 
lowing  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing)  ? 

2.  If  so,  how  should  the  regulations  be 
modified  to  recognize  the  Impact  of 
SCTtAP  H  as  to  the  timing  of  draft  im¬ 
pact  statements  in  adjudicatory  proceed¬ 
ings? 

3.  Is  the  filing  of  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statonent  a  prerequisite  to  the 
preparation  of  the  “detailed  (final)  im¬ 
pact  statement”  required  by  NEPA? 

4.  Is  an  applicant-prepared  environ¬ 
mental  impact  report  an  appropriate  ve¬ 
hicle  for  consulting  with  and  obtaining 
comments  from  other  Federal  agencies? 

[PR  Doc.76-26417  Piled  10-1-76; 8 :46’am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

[Delegstton  of  Autiiorlty  No.  110] 

ASSISTANT  ADMINISTRATOR  FOR 
PROGRAM  AND  MANAGEMENT  SERVICES 

Authority  Delegation 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  Delegation  of  Authority  No. 
104  of  November  3.  1961,  particularly 
Section  2(a)  (9)  thereof,  I  hereby  dele¬ 
gate  authority  to,  and  otherwise  author¬ 
ize  the  Assistant  Administrator,  Bureau 
for  Program  and  Managemeut  Services 
to: 

(1)  Sign  or  approve  amendments  (X 
modifications,  made  without  considera¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11223, 
Section  3  thereof,  to  AID-financed  con¬ 
tracts  to  be  (NT  to  have  been  performed 
in  Indochina  imder  which  no  fee  is 
charged  or  paid  with  non-profit  institu¬ 
tions. 

(2)  Sign  or  approve  amendments  or 
modifications  made  without  considera¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11223, 
Section  4  thereof,  to  AID-financed  con¬ 
tracts  other  than  those  described  in  (1) 
above,  to  be  or  to  have  been  performed 
in  Indochina,  provided  he  shall  have  first 
detamined  in  writing  that  such  action 
is  necessary  to  mxitect  the  foreign  policy 
interests  of  the  United  States  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  either  or  both  of  the  following 
standards  as  may  be  applicable: 

(a)  Essentiality:  Where  an  actual  or 
threatened  loss  under  a  Foreign  Assist¬ 
ance  Act  c(mtract,  howeva:  caused,  will 
Impair  the  productive  ability  of  a  con¬ 
tractor  whose  continuerl  performance  on 
any  Foreign  Assistance  Act  contract  or 
whose  continued  operation  as  a  source 
of  supply  is  found  to  be  essential  to  the 
foreign  policy  interests  of  the  United 
States,  the  contract  may  be  adjusted  but 
only  to  the  extent  nec^sary  to  avoid  such 
impairment  to  the  contractor’s  produc¬ 
tive  ability. 

(b)  Gk>oemmcnt  Action:  Where  a  con¬ 
tractor  has  suffered  a  loss  (not  merely 
a  diminution  of  anticipated  profits)  on 
a  Foreign  Assistance  Act  contract  as  a 
result  of  AID  action,  the  character  of  the 
AID  action  will  generally  detmnine 
whether  any  adjustment  in  the  contract 
will  be  made  and  its  extent.  Where  the 
acticm  by  AID  is  directed  primarily  at 
the  contractor  and  is  taken  by  AID  in 
its  capacity  as  the  other  ccmtracting 
party,  the  contract  may  be  adjusted  if 
fairness  so  requires;  thus,  where  such 
AID  action,  althou^  not  creating  any 
liability  on  Its  part,  increases  the  cost 
(ff  performance,  consideations  of  fair¬ 
ness  may  make  appropriate  srane  adjust¬ 
ment  in  the  contract. 


(3)  The  authority  ddegated  tmder  (1) 
and  (2)  above  shall  not  extend  to  any 
amendments  or  modifications  of  a  (xm- 
tract  which  (a)  increases  the  amount 
payaUe  to  the  Contractor  by  $250,000 
or  more;  or  (b)  rdieves  the  Contractor 
of  the  liability  to  make  refund  or  restitu¬ 
tion  of  $250,000  or  more,  but  in  no  event 
sh^  the  combined  effect  of  (a)  and  (b) 
In  respect  of  any  ccmtract  exceed 
$250,000. 

(4)  The  authority  delegated  under  (1) 
above  supersedes  the  authority  contained 
in  Section  l-A(l)  (e)  of  Delegation  of 
Authority  No.  99,  as  amended,  (38  FR 
12834-12836;  3  FR  29498  ;  38  FR  29620) 
with  respect  to  contracts  to  be  or  to  have 
been  performed  in  Indochina. 

(5)  The  authorities  made  available 
hereunder  may  not  be  redelegated  and 
shall  be  mcercised  In  accordance  with 
established  Agency  regulations,  proce¬ 
dures  and  policies,  provided,  however,  in 
the  absence  of  the  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor.  Bureau  for  Program  and  Manage¬ 
ment  Services,  the  authority  may  be  ex¬ 
ercised  by  an  ofBcer  serving  in  an  acting 
capacity. 

C6)  Concurrent  authority  to  exercise 
any  of  the  functions  herein  delegated  is 
reserved  to  the  Administrator  and  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator.  This  delegation  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  upon  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Fedxbal  Rxcisna. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

JCNSN  E.  Mubphy, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Doe.7a-a«S51  FUMI  10-l-75;a:46  un] 


IDelegstion  ot  Authority  No.  Ill] 

MISSION  DIRECTOR  AND  DEPUTY  MIS¬ 
SION  DIRECTOR,  USAID/PHtUPPINCS 

Authority  Delegation 

Pursusmt  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  5, 
dated  December  29,  1961.  as  amended, 
and  Delegation  of  Auth^ty  No.  102, 
dated  October  15,  1974. 1  hereby  redele¬ 
gate  to  each  of  the  individuals  listed 
above,  and  to  any  person  acting  in  the 
official  csqiacity  of  Mission  Director  or 
Deputy  Mission  Director,  USAID/Philip- 
plnes,  for  the  coimtry  of  the  Philippines 
authority  to  perform  the  following  func- 
ti(ms,  retaining  for  myself  concurrent 
authority  to  exercise  any  of  the  functions 
herein  redelegated: 

1.  Authority  to  negotiate  loan  agree¬ 
ments  and  amendments  thereto  with  re¬ 
spect  to  loans  authorized  under  the 
Foreign  Assistanee  Act  of  1961  and  any 
successor  legislation  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  (ff  the  authorization  of  such 
loan. 


2.  Authority  to  execute  and  deliver 
loan  agreements  and  amendments  there¬ 
to  with  respect  to  loans  authorized  under 
the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961  and 
any  successor  legislation  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  authorlzatiop  of 
such  loan. 

3.  Authority  to  implement  loan  agree¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  loans  authorized 
under  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961 
and  any  successor  legislation  and  by 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Corporate 
Development  Loan  Fund  (except  for  pro¬ 
curement  activities  imder  loan  agree¬ 
ments  for  commodity  import  programs) 
to  the  following  extent: 

(a)  Authority  to  prepare,  negotiate, 
sign,  and  deliver  letters  of  implementa¬ 
tion; 

(b)  Authority  to  review  and  approve 
documents  and  other  evidence  subinitted 
by  borrowers  in  satisfaction  of  condi¬ 
tions  precedent  to  financing  under  snch 
loan  agreements; 

(c)  Authority  to  negotiate,  execute, 
and  implement  all  agreements  and  oUier 
documents  ancillary  to  such  loan  agree¬ 
ments;  and 

(d)  Authority  to  approve  contractors, 
review  and  approve  the  terms  of  con¬ 
tracts,  amendments,  and  modifications 
thereto  and  Invitations  for  bids  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  contracts  financed  by  funds 
made  available  under  such  loan  agree¬ 
ments. 

The  autimrities  enumerated  above  may 
be  redelegated  by  the  individuals  listed 
above,  as  appropriate,  but  not  succes¬ 
sively  rcdtiegated,  except  that  the  au¬ 
thority  described  above  in  paragraph  (3) 
may  not  be  redelegated. 

The  authorities  enmnerated  above  in 
paragraph  (2)  are  also  hereby  redele¬ 
gated  under  the  same  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein  to  the  UJ3.  Am¬ 
bassador  to  the  Philippines. 

This  Redelegation  of  Authority  la  ^- 
fective  immediately. 

Dated;  September  23,  1975. 

Arthur  Z.  OARonraa,  Jr., 
Assistant  Administrator. 

Bureau  for  Bast  Asia. 

[FR  Doe.7«-ae352  FUed  10-l-75;8:45  sm] 


[Bedelegatlon  of  Authority  No.  M.1.73] 

DIRECTOR  OF  THE  OFFICE  OF 
CONTRACT  MANAGEMENT 

RedelegBtion  of  Authority  Regarding 
Contract  Functions 

Pursuant  to  the  autiMHrlty  delegated  to 
me  as  Director.  Office  of  Contract  Man¬ 
agement,  under  Reddegation  of  Author¬ 
ity  No.  99.1  (38  FR  12836)  from  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  for  Program  and 
Managemait  Services  of  the  Agency  tar 
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International  Develo^iment,  I  hereby  re¬ 
delegate  to  the  AID  Affairs  Officer,  India, 
the  authority  to  sign  or  approve: 

1.  U.S.  Government  contracts  and 
grants  (other  than  grants  to  foreign  gov¬ 
ernments  or  agencies  thereof)  and 
amendments  thereto,  and  AID  grant- 
financed  host  country  contracts  for  tech¬ 
nical  assistance,  provided  that  the  aggre¬ 
gate  amount  of  each  individual  contract 
does  not  exceed  $25,000,  or,  when  funded 
in  local  Currency,  the  equivalent  of 
$50,000. 

2.  Contracts  with  individuals  for  the 
servie^  of  the  individual  alone  without 
monetary  limitation. 

The  authority  herein  delegated  may 
be  redelegated  in  writing,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  by  said  AID  Affairs  Officer  at  his 
discretion  to  the  person  or  persons  des¬ 
ignated  by  him  as  Contract  Officer.  Such 
redelegation  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
such  designated  person  or  persons  cease 
to  hold  the  office  of  Contracting  Officer, 
or  until  the  redelegation  is  revoked  by 
the  AID  Affairs  Officer,  whichever  shall 
first  occur.  The  authority  so  redelegated 
by  the  AID  Affairs  Officer  may  not  be 
further  redelegated. 

The  authority  delegated  herein  Is  to  be 
'  exercised  in  accordance  with  regulations, 
procedures,  and  policies  now  or  hereafter 
established  or  modified  and  promulgated 
within  AID  and  is  not  in  derogation  of 
the  authority  of  the  Director  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Contract  Management  to  exercise 
any  of  the  functions  herein  redelegated. 

The  authority  herein  delegated  to  the 
AID  Affairs  Officer  may  be  exercised  by 
duly  authorized  persons  who  are  per¬ 
forming  the  functions  of  the  AID  Affairs 
Officer  in  an  acting  capacity. 

Redelegation  of  Authority  99.1.8  (38 
FR  29499) ,  dated  September  28,  1973,  is 
hereby  revoked. 

Any  official  actions  taken  prior  to  the 
effective  date  hereof  by  officers  duly  au¬ 
thorized  pursuant  to  the  delegation  re¬ 
voked  hereunder  are  hereby  continued  in 
effect,  according  to  their  trams  until 
modified,  revoked,  or  superseded  by 
action  of  the  officer  to  whom  I  have 
delegated  relevsmt  authority  in  the 
delegation. 

Actions  within  the  scope  of  the  dele¬ 
gation  and  any  redelegations  hereunder 
heretofore  taken  by  the  officials  desig¬ 
nated  in  such  delegation  or  redelegations 
are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed. 

This  redelegation  of  authority  shall 
be  effective  immediately. 

Dated:  September  19,  1975. 

Hugh  L.  Dweixey, 

Acting  Direct, 
Office  of  Contract  Management. 
(FR  Doc.75-26353  Plied  10-1-75:8:46  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
MONTANA  STATE  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

September  24, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  the  Montana 


State  Multiple-Use  Advisory  Board  to 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
hold  a  meeting  in  Billings,  Mont.,  No¬ 
vember  6-7, 1975. 

In  addition  to  organizing  the  board  and 
electing  officers,  topics  for  discussion  will 
include  BLM’s  management  study  prog¬ 
ress,  environmental  issues,  and  current 
resource  management  programs.  Meet¬ 
ings  will  be  held  in  the  Ramada  Inn  be¬ 
ginning  at  9  am.,  November  6  and  ending 
at  12  noon,  November  7, 1975.  The  meet¬ 
ings  will  be  open  to  the  public.  Any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  file  a  written  state¬ 
ment  with  the  board  for  its  considera¬ 
tion.  The  board  is  newly  constructed  and 
has  not  elected  officers,  so  written  state¬ 
ments  should  be  submitted  to  the  State 
Director  (912) ,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  316  North  26th  Street,  P.O.  Box 
30157,  Billings,  Mont.  59107. 

Harold  C.  Lynd, 
Acting  State  Director. 

IPR  Doc.75-26335  PUed  10-1-75:8:45  am) 


OREGON  STATE  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Oregon 
State  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board  will 
meet  on  November  11, 1975,  commencing 
at  9:00  am.  in  Room  852,  Bonneville 
Power  Administration  Building,  1002  NE 
HoUaday  Street,  Portland,  Oregon.  The 
agenda  for  the  meeting  includes  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  a  chairperson  and  vice  chairper¬ 
son,  a  report  of  the  September  8-10  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Board  meeting,  a  report 
on  current  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM)  programs  in  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington  by  Associate  State  Director  E.  J. 
Petersen,  and  a  look  at  future  BLM  pro¬ 
grams  by  State  Director  Murl  W.  Storms. 
Key  issues  to  be  discussed  are  timber  re¬ 
inventory  and  allowable  cut  determina¬ 
tions,  river  oriented  recreation  manage¬ 
ment,  mineral  leasing  ,  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  of  livestock  grazing,  and  wild  horse 
management.  Other  discussions  will  con¬ 
cern  advisory  board  fvmctions  and  pro¬ 
cedures. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
It  will  be  held  in  a  room  accommodating 
32  people.  In  addition  to  discussion  of 
agenda  topics  by  board  members,  there 
wiU  be  time  for  brief  statements  on 
agenda  topics  by  non-members.  Persons 
wishing  to  make  oral  statements  should 
so  advise  the  State  Director  prior  to  the 
meeting.  Written  statements  for  consid¬ 
eration  by  the  board  should  be  sent  to  the 
Oregon  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  2965,  Portland, 
OR  97208. 

E.  J.  Petersen, 
Acting  State  Director. 

September  25, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-a6336  PUed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 

O&C  MULTIPLE  USE  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

Notice  is  her^y  given  that  the  O&C 
Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board  will  meet  on 


November  13,  1975,  commencing  at  9:00 
a.m.  in  Room  852,  Bonneville  Power  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  1002  NE  HoUaday 
Street,  Portland,  Oregon.  The  agenda  for 
the  meeting  includes  the  election  of  a 
chairman  and  vice  chairman,  a  report  on 
current  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM)  programs  in  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington  by  Associate  State  Director  E.  J. 
Petersen,  and  a  look  at  future  BLM  pro¬ 
grams  by  State  Director  Murl  W.  Storms. 
Key  issues  to  be  discussed  are  timber  re¬ 
inventory  and  allowable  cut  determina¬ 
tions,  river  oriented  recreation  manage¬ 
ment,  and  mineral  leasing.  Other  discus¬ 
sions  wiU  concern  advisory  board  func¬ 
tions  and  procedures.  ~ 

The  meeting  wUl  be  open  to  the  public. 
It  wiU  be  held  in  a  room  accommodating 
32  people.  In  addition  to  discussion  of 
agenda  topics  by  board  members,  there 
wiU  be  time  for  brief  statements  on 
agenda  topics  by  nonmembers.  Persons 
wishing  to  make  oral  statements  should 
so  advise  the  State  Director  prior  to  the 
meeting.  Written  statements  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  board  should  be  sent  to 
the  Oregon  State  Director,  Bm-eau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  2965,  Port¬ 
land,  OR  97208. 

E.  J.  Petersen, 
Acting  State  Director. 

September  25, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-26337  Piled  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


(N-50301 

NEVADA 

Termination  of  Airport  Lease 

September  24,  1975. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Washoe 
County  has  relinquished  its  airport  lease 
on  the  foUowing  lands: 

Mottnt  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 

T.  31  N.,  R.  23  E., 

Sec.  10,  SEV4: 

Sec.  11,  WV6SWV4.  SW‘ANW%: 

Sec.  15,  NE>4NE^. 

Therefore,  at  10  a.m.,  on  October  29, 
1975,  the  lands  wiU  be  reUeved  of  the 
segregative  effect  of  the  lease. 

S.  John  Hh.lsomer, 
Acting  Chief, 

Division  of  Technical  Services. 
[PR  Doc.75-26338  Piled  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


SHOSHONE  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

September  25, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  acccurdance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Shoshone  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Board  WiU  be  held  on  October  3Q,  1975,  at 
9:30  am.  at  the  District  Office,  112  South 
Cherry  Street,  Shoshone,  Idaho. 

The  advisory  board  was  established  to 
advise  the  District  Manager  on  matters 
relating  to  the  use,  management,  protec¬ 
tion  and  disposition  of  lands  and  re¬ 
sources  administered  within  the  Sho¬ 
shone  District. 
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The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  organization  of  the  board,  hold  elec¬ 
tion  of  board  officers,  briefing  of  the  goals 
and  objectives  of  tiie  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  in  Idaho,  review  current 
land  use  planning  efforts  for  the  Bennett 
Hills  and  Timmerman  Hills  planning 
units,  and  provide  a  general  BLM  pro¬ 
gram  orientation  for  the  advisory  board. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  Interested  person  wishing  to  make  a 
presentation  to  the  board,  or  submit  a 
written  statement  should  contact  the  of¬ 
ficial  listed  below  at  least  five  days  prior 
to  the  meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Shoshone,  Idaho  (886-2208) .  Min¬ 
utes  of  the  meeting  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  three 
weeks  after  the  meeting  at  the  district 
office  in  Shoshone,  Idaho. 

Charles  J.  Hazier, 
District  Manager. 

IFB  Doc.75-26376  PUed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[INT  FES  76-82] 

CITY  OF  REFUGE  NATIONAL  HISTORICAL 
PARK.  HAWAII 

Proposed  Master  Plan:  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  prepared 
a  final  environmental  statement  for  the 
Proposed  Master  Plan,  City  of  Refuge 
National  Historical  Park. 

The  final  envircmmental  statement 
considers  a  program  to  preserve  and 
manage  the  significant  historic  re¬ 
sources;  to  extend  the  existing  boundary 
to  Include  204  acres  of  land  and  112 
acres  of  water  area;  to  relocate  main¬ 
tenance,  administrative,  and  orientation 
facilities  away  frcmi  the  prime  historic 
features;  and  to  provide  a  new  entrance 
road,  parking  area,  and  low-key  transit 
vehiide  for  access. 

Copies  are  available  from  or  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  following  locations: 

Western  Regional  Office,  National  Park  Serv¬ 
ice.  460  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  California  94102. 

Hawaii  State  Office,  Pacific  International 
Building,  677  Ala  Moana  Boulevard,  Suite 
612,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813. 

City  of  Befxige  National  Historical  Park,  Hon- 
aunau,  Hawaii  96726. 

Dated;  September  26,  1975. 

Stanley  D.  Doremits, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
ot  the  Interior. 
(FB  Doc.76-26398  FUed  10-l-76;8:46  am] 


JOHN  DAY  FOSSIL  BEDS  NATIONAL 
MONUMENT 

Establishment  of  Monument 

Whereas  Section  101(a)  (2)  of  the  Act 
of  October  26,  1974,  (88  Stat  1461)  au> 
thorlzing  the  establishment  of  the  Jobn 


Day  Fossil  Beds  National  Monument, 
provides  that  “the  national  mimument 
shall  not  be  established  unless  and  until 
the  State  of  Oregon  donates  or  agrees  to 
donate  the  Thomas  Condon-John  Day 
Fossil  Beds,  Clamo  and  Painted  Hills 
State  Parks.” 

Whereas  the  Oregon  State  Transpor¬ 
tation  CiHnmission.  based  upon  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  Superintendent  of 
the  State  Parks  Department  and  with 
the  approval  of  the  Recreation  Advisory 
Committee,  approved  the  transfer  of  the 
above-referenced  state  parks  on  Novem¬ 
ber  25, 1974,  for  so  long  as  said  lands  are 
used  for  national  monument  purposes, 
and  when  said  lands  are  no  longer  so 
used,  the  right  of  the  United  States  of 
America  shall  automatically  cease  and 
the  title  thereto  shall  revest  in  the  State 
of  Oregon. 

Whereas  the  action  of  the  Oregon 
State  Transportation  Commission  con¬ 
stitutes  an  agreement  to  donate  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act  of  October  26, 
1974,  (88  Stat.  1461) . 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Kent  Frizzell,  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  hereby  gdve  no¬ 
tice  of  ^e  establishment  of  John  Day 
Fossil  Beds  National  Monument,  such 
establishment  to  become  effective  14  days 
from  date  of  this  notice. 

The  boundaries  of  the  National  Monu¬ 
ment,  which  encompass  an  area  gen¬ 
erally  identical  to  those  lands  depicted 
on  the  map  entitled  “Boundary  Map, 
John  Day  Fossil  Beds  National  Monu¬ 
ment,”  numbered  NM-JDFB-20,014-A 
and  dated  Jime  1971,  are  located  in  the 
county  courthouses  in  Grant  and  Wheel¬ 
er  Counties,  Oregon. 

John  Day  Fossil  Beds  National  Monu¬ 
ment  shall  be  administered  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  October  26.  1974,  supra, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1916  (39  Stat.  535)  as  aihended 
and  supplemented  (16  n.S.C.  1-4). 

Dated;  September  24, 1975. 

Kent  Frizzell, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.75-26344  nied  10-l-76;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
[Designation  Number  A267] 
NEBRASKA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  found 
that  a  general  need  for  agricultural  credit 
exists  in  the  following  counties  in  Ne¬ 
braska: 

Dawes 

Sioux 

The  Secretary  has  found  that  this  need 
exists  as  a  result  of  a  natural  disaster 
ccmslstlng  of  a  severe  snowstorm  accotn- 
pemied  by  high  winds  March  27  and  28, 
1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  locms,  pursuant  to  the  ivovlslrxis  oi 
the  CrmsoUdated  Farm  and  Rural 
DeveliHxnent  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 


94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3 
(b)  including  the  recommendation  of 
Governor  J.  James  Exon  that  such  desig- 
natlcm  be  made. 

An)lications  for  Emei^ency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  November  4, 1975,  for  phirsical  losses 
and  June  7.  1976,  for  producticm  losses, 
except  that  qualified  borrowers  who  re¬ 
ceive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this  desig¬ 
nation  may  be  eligible  for  subsequent 
loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans 
in  the  designated  areas  makes  it  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  and  Invite  public  p^icipa- 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  24th 
day  of  September,  1975. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-26406  FUed  10-1-76:8:46  am] 


[Designation  Number  A258] 

NORTH  DAKOTA 
Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  found 
that  a  general  need  for  agricultural  credit 
exists  in  Hettinger  County,  N(H*th  Dakota, 
as  a  result  of  a  natural  disaster  consisting 
of  a  blizzard  and  freeze  January  10  and 
11,  1975;  snowstorm  from  March  22  to 
April  8,  1975;  excessive  rainfall  from 
April  15  to  May  10.  1975;  and  a  wind¬ 
storm,  hailstorm,  tornado,  and  excessive 
rainfall  June  29,  1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  Emergency 
loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Devdop- 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-68, 
and  the  provisiims  of  7  CFR  1832.3(b)  in¬ 
cluding  the  rec<»nmendatlon  of  Governor 
Arthur  A.  Link  that  such  designation  be 
made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  November  4, 1975,  for  physical  losses 
and  June  7,  1976,  for  production  losses, 
except  that  qualified  borrowers  who  re¬ 
ceive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this  desig¬ 
nation  may  be  diglble  for  subsequent 
loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for  locms 
in  the  designated  area  makes  it  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Frank  W.  Naylor,  Jr., 
Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-26407  FUed  10-l-75;8:46  am] 


GARDEN  VALLEY  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  PoUcy  Act  ol 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  DepaiWent  of 
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Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Garden  Val¬ 
ley  Planning  Unit,  Boise  National  Forest,  • 
Idaho.  The  Forest  Service  report  number 
is  USDA-FS-FES  (Adm)  R4-75-19. 

The  environmental  statement  identi¬ 
fies  and  evaluates  the  prohal^  effects  of 
the  land  use  plan  for  the  Garden  Valley 
Planning  Unit  on  the  Boise  Naticmal  For¬ 
rest,  Idaho.  The  purpose  of  the  jdan  is 
to  allocate  National  Forest  lands  within 
the  unit  to  specific  resource  uses  and  ac¬ 
tivities  ;  establLdi  management  objectives ; 
document  management  direction,  man¬ 
agement  dedsimis,  and  necessary  coordi¬ 
nation  between  resource  uses  and  activi¬ 
ties;  and  provide  for  the  protection,  use, 
and  development  of  the  various  resources 
within  the  planning  unit.  The  plan  pro¬ 
vides  for  minimization  of  adverse  effects 
and  maximization  of  desirable  effects. 
Significant  areas  will  remain  undevel¬ 
oped  with  options  for  future  manage¬ 
ment  remaining  oi>en.  The  plan  coordi¬ 
nates  activities  on  National  Forest  lands 
with  adjacent  private  lanols  in  the  area. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  Septem¬ 
ber  26,  1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
dxiring  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  loosations; 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agrlcoilture 
Bldg.,  Boom  3330,  12th  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
Regional  Planning  Office,  USDA,  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice,  Federal  Building,  Room  4403,  324-25th 
Street,  Ogden,  Utah  84401. 

Forest  SupervlscH*,  Boise  National  Forest,  1075 
Park  Bovdevard,  B<d8e,  Idaho  83706. 

District  Forest  Rangw,  Emmett  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  Route  3,  Box  198,  Emmett,  Idaho 
83617. 

A  limited  numbn*  ot  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  from  Forest  Su¬ 
pervisor  Edward  C.  Maw,  Boise  Natkpal 
Forest,  1075  Park  Boulevard,  Boise,  Idaho 
83706. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
Guidelines. 

Dated:  September  26,  1975. 

P.  M.  Bsas. 

Director, 

Reinottal  Planning  and  Budget. 
[PR  Doc.75-26374  Plied  10-1-75:8:46  am] 


KILKENNY  UNIT  PLAN,  WHITE  MOUNTAIN 
NATIONAL  FOREST 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Fm^t  Service.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  lur^iared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  on  the  Kilkenny 
Unit  Plan  for  the  White  Mountain 
National  Forest,  USDA-FS-R9-FES 
(AMtf) -75-03. 

TThe  environmental  statonent  concerns 
a  proposed  land  use  plan  for  54,000  acres 
of  Forest  Service  land  located  on  the 
White  Mmmtain  National  Forest  in  Coos 
County  in  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 


This  final  envirmimmtal  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  September  26, 
1975, 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3231,  12th  St.  A  Independence 
Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Eastern  Region,  633 
West  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Milwaukee,  Wis¬ 
consin  53203. 

USDA,  Vorest  S^wlce,  White  Mountain 
National  Forest,  Federal  Building,  719  Main 
St.,  P.O.  B<s  638,  Laconia,  New  Hampshire 
03246. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor,  White  Mountain  National  Forest, 
Federal  Building,  719  Main  Street,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Laconia,  New  Hampshire  03246. 

Copies  of  the  environmentel  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
Guidelines. 

L.  K.  Kelley, 
Acting  Regional  Forester. 

&:ptember  26,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26376  PUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 
NORTH  END  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

The  North  End  District  Advisory  Board 
will  meet  at  7:30  P.M.,  October  22,  1975 
at  the  Mesa-North  End  District  Office  in 
Grand  Jimction,  Colorado. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  (1) 
review  the  revision  of  the  range  portion 
of  the  Forest  Service  Manual  and  (2)  re¬ 
view  any  other  recommendations  con¬ 
cerning  management  and  administration 
of  National  Forest  grazing  lands. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
the  District  Ranger,  Mesa-North  End 
Ranger  District,  P.O,  Box  1150,  Grand 
Junction,  Colorado  81501,  telephone 
number  242-8211.  Written  statements 
may  be  filed  with  the  committee  before  or 
after  the  meeting. 

Jimmy  R.  Wilkins, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

September  24,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26331  Piled  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


TIMBER  EXPORT  AND  SUBSTITUTION 
RESTRICTIONS 

Request  for  Comments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Forest 
Service,  USDA,  has  received  a  request 
that  improcessed  timber  in  portions  of 
western  Oregon  and  western  Washing¬ 
ton  found  surplus  to  domestic  needs. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  author¬ 
ized  to  make  such  a  finding  after  a  public 
hearing  (36  CFR  Part  221.25) .  Comments 
are  hereby  solicited  as  to  whether  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearhig  should  be  scheduled  to  deter¬ 
mine  iHiether  western  hemlock  is  surplus 
to  domestic  needs. 


Comments  should  be  submitted  not 
later  than  October  10, 1975.  to  the  Chief, 
Forest  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

John  R.  McGuire, 
Chief,  Forest  Service. 

September  29,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26330  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


UINTA  NATIONAL  FOREST  G-10  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Uinta  National  Forest  G-10  Graz¬ 
ing  Advisory  Board  will  meet  at  10:00 
a.m.,  Thursday,  October  23,  1975,  at  the 
Rodeway  Inn,  1292  South  University  Ave¬ 
nue,  Provo,  Utah. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  amend, 
tlie  Constitution  and  Bylaws  and  elect 
officers. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Perscwis  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
the  Forest  Supervisor,  P.O.  Box  1428, 
Provo,  Utah  84601,  phone  801-377-5780. 
Written  statements  may  be  filed  with  the 
board  before  or  after  tiie  meeting. 

The  board  has  established  the  follow¬ 
ing  rule  for  public  participation:  Persons 
may  make  statements  at  board  meetings, 
but  advance  notice  must  be  given  to  the 
Chairman. 

Bruce  B.  Hronek, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

September  26, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26332  Piled  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


PACIFIC  CREST  NATIONAL  SCENIC  TRAIL 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL  MEETING 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Pacific  Crest  Trail  Advis(Hy  Coun¬ 
cil  will  be  held,  beginning  at  10  a.m.  cm 
October  16,  and  ending  at  4:30  p.m.  on 
October  17,  1975,  at  The  Way  Station, 
South  Lake  Tahoe,  CaUfomia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Council  is  to  advise  the  Sec¬ 
retary  on  matters  relating  to  the  Pacific 
Crest  National  Scenic  ’Duil,  includ¬ 
ing  the  selectimi  of  rights-of-way,  stand¬ 
ards  of  the  erecticm  and  maintenance  of 
markers  along  the  Trail,  and  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  TraiL  The  agenda  for 
this  meeting  will  include: 

10  a.m.-4:30  p.m. — ^THURSDAY, 
OCTOBER  16 

1.  Welcome  and  announcements,  his¬ 
tory  and  background  of  TTraiL 

2.  Accomplishments  inside  Federally- 
administered  areas  since  the  last  meet¬ 
ing,  including  current  fiscal  year’s  plans. 

3.  General  discussions  of  accomplish¬ 
ments  and  FY  ’76  plans. 

8:30  a.m.-4:30  pm. — ^FRIDAY, 
CKrrOBER  17 

1.  Reports  from  Sihgroup  Chairman 
and/or  Council  members  concerning 
Trail  matters. 

2.  Discussion  of  subgroup  repmts. 

3.  CH>ai  discusskm  to  include  manage- 
mait  iKublems,  feeder  or  aceeas  trails. 
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rights-of-way  acquisition,  and  other 
topics  from  floor. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
For  additional  Information,  interested 
persons  may  contact  the  Forest  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.,  by  telephone  (202- 
447-2956)  or  by  mail  (USDA,  Forest 
Service,  Washington.  D.C.  20250)  prior  to 
the  meeting. 

Russell  P.  McRoret, 
Chairman,  Pacific  Crest  National 
Scenic  Trail  Advisory  Council. 

September  30,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.7S-264g9  FUed  10-l-76;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
AGRICULTURAL  SAFETY 

Establishment  of  National  Advisory 
Committee 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  intends  to  reestablish 
an  Advisory  Committee  on  agricultural 
safety  for  the  purpose  of  advising  the 
Secretary  and  other  officials  on  safety 
problems  and  iMograms  in  agriculture 
and  on  the  need  for  Departmental  in> 
volvement  to  help  solve  the  agricultural 
safety  problems.  The  Secretary  has  de¬ 
termined  that  to  reestablish  this  com¬ 
mittee  is  in  the  public  interest  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  duties  imposed  on  the 
department. 

The  Chairman  of  this  committee  will 
be  the  Under  Secretary,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agricultiure,  Washhigton,  D.C.  20250. 

This  committee  will  report  its  recom¬ 
mendations  directly  to  the  Secretary.  The 
committee  will  meet  at  the  call  of  the 
Chairman  and  will  terminate  two  years 
from  the  date  of  its  establishment. 

This  notice  is  given  in  compliance  with 
Public  Law  92-463.  Views  and  conunents 
of  interested  persons  must  be  received  by 
Mr.  R.  B.  Wilson,  Assistant  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  USDA,  Administration  Building, 
room  102-W,  Washington,  D.C.  20250  on 
or  before  October  17, 1975. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  notice  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
Wilson  during  regular  business  hours. 

Dated:  September  29, 1975. 

Joseph  R.  Wright,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-26354  Filed  10-1-75;8:4S  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

CORNELL  UNIVERSITY 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sci- 
entiflc  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
the  Educational,  Scientiflc,  and  Cul¬ 
tural  Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966 
(Pub.  L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as  amend¬ 
ed  (40  FR  12253  et  seq,  15  CFR  Part  701, 
1975) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 


dming  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs.  Department  of 
Commerce.  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00567-33-90000. 
Applicant:  Cornell  University,  Section  of 
Bic^emistry,  Molecular  &  Cell  Biology, 
Wing  Hall,  Ithaca,  New  York  14853.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  6  kW  Rotating  Anode  X-Ray  Gen¬ 
erator  &  Accessories.  Manufacturer:  Ri- 
gaku  Denki  Co.  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  intended  for 
structural  studies  of  biological  materials, 
such  as  ordered  single  crystals  of  hemo¬ 
globin  and  other  proteins.  The  standard 
techniques  of  protein  crystallography 
will  be  employed  to  collect  X-ray  diffrac¬ 
tion  data  from  these  cn^tals.  The  objec¬ 
tive  of  this  research  is  to  understand,  in 
molecular  terms,  how  these  complex 
biological  molecules  work,  and  to  in¬ 
crease  data  collection  capacity  greatly. 

Comments:  No  c(xnments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entiflc  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
article  provides  a  focused  spot  of  mini¬ 
mal  size  (0.1  X  0.1  mm  *)  and  a  rotating 
target  for  maximum  x-ray  beam  inten¬ 
sity.  The  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  (HEW)  advis^  in  its 
memorandum  dated  September  10,  1975 
that  the  capabilities  described  above  are 
pertinent  to  the  purposes  for  which  the 
article  is  intended  to  be  used.  HEW  also 
advised  that  it  knows  of  no  d<Hnestic  in¬ 
strument  of  equivalent  scientiflc  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  such  purposes 
as  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  Instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientiflc  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  behig 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.106,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Idaterlals.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Actirig  Director, 
Special  Import  Programs. 

(FR  DOC.7S-26378  FUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIVERSITY 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sci¬ 
entiflc  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientiflc.  and  CHiltural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq,  15  CFR  Part  701,  1975) . 

A  c(g}y  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  ttie 
Department  of  Ccnmnerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
CiHnmerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00555-33-46500. 
Applicant:  Southern  Illinois  University, 


School  of  Medicine,  Carbmi^ale,  IL 
62901.  Article:  Ultramicrotixne,  Model 
(Dm  U3.  Manufacturer:  C.  Reichert  Opti- 
sche  Werke  AG.  Austria.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
for  cardiovascular  studies  dealing  with 
hsnpertension;  anatomical  and  embryo- 
locdcal  studies:  and  invertebrate  nervous 
system  studies.  The  article  will  also  be 
used  in  the  preparation  of  pathological 
and  normal  tl^ues  for  the  histology 
work  of  the  flrst  year  medical  school 
class. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approv^.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entiflc  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  Intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  Examination  of 
the  ai^llcant’s  thin  sections  under  the 
electron  microscope  will  provide  optimal 
information  when  such  sections  are  uni¬ 
form  in  thickness  and  have  smoothly  cut 
surfaces.  Conditions  for  obtaining  high 
quality  sections  depend  to  a  large  extent 
on  the  properties  of  the  specimen  being 
section^  (e.g.,  hardness,  consistency, 
toughness  etc.),  the  properties  of  Uie 
embedding  media  and  the  geometry  of 
the  block.  In  connection  with  prior  case 
(Docket  No.  69-00665-33-46500)  which 
relates  to  the  duty-free  entry  of  a  similar 
foreign  article,  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (HEW) 
advised  that  “Smooth  cuts  are  obtained 
when  the  speed  of  cutting,  (among  such 
[other]  factors  as  knife  edge  condition 
and  angle) ,  is  adjusted  to  the  character¬ 
istics  of  the  material  being  sectioned. 
The  range  of  cutting  speeds  and  a  ca¬ 
pability  for  the  higher  cutting  speeds  is, 
therefore,  a  pertinent  characteristic  of 
the  ultramicrotome  to  be  used  for  sec¬ 
tioning  materials  that  experience  has 
shown  difficult  to  section.”  In  connection 
with  another  prior  case  (Docket  No.  70- 
00077-33-46500)  relating  to  the  duty- 
free  entry  of  an  identical  foreign  article, 
HEW  advised  that  “ultrathin  sectioning 
of  a  variety  of  tissues  having  a  wide 
range  in  density,  hardness  etc.”  requires 
a  maximum  range  in  cutting  speed  and. 
further,  that  ‘“The  production  of  ultra- 
thin  serial  sections  of  specimens  that 
have  great  variation  in  ph3rslcal  proper¬ 
ties  is  very  difficult.”  The  foreign  article 
has  a  cutting  speed  range  of  0.1  to  20 
mlUimeters/second  (mm/sec) .  The  most 
closely  comparable  domestic  Instrument 
is  the  Model  MT-2B  ultramicrotome 
manufactured  by  Ivan  Sorvall,  Inc.  (Sor- 
vall).  The  Sorvall  Model  MT-2B  ultra- 
microt(Hne  has  a  cutting  speed  range  of 
0.09  to  3.2  mm/sec.  We  are  advised  by 
HEW  in  its  memorandum  of  October  10, 
1975  that  cutting  speeds  in  the  excess  of 
4  mm/sec.  are  pertinent  to  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  research  studies. 

We,  therefore.  And  that  the  Model  MT- 
2B  ultramicrotome  is  not  of  equivalent 
scientiflc  value  to  the  foreign  article  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  appcuratus  of 
equivalent  scientiflc  value  to  tiie  foreign 
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article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article  is 
intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being  man¬ 
ufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Acting  Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-26379  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 

L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq.  15  CFR  Part  701.  1975) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce.  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00553-00-77030. 
Applicant:  University  of  California — San 
Francisco,  1438  South  Tenth  Street, 
Richmond,  California  94804.  Article: 
Pulse  Pro®:mnmer  (PGC-2).  Manufac¬ 
turer:  Spin  Lock  Electronics  Ltd.,  Can¬ 
ada.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  article 
Is  an  accessory  to  an  existing  nmr  spec¬ 
trometer  which  is  being  used  in  research 
with  a  two  fold  objective.  First,  to  de¬ 
velop  a  fast,  reliable  method  of  diagnos¬ 
ing  a  cancerous  or  precancerous  condi¬ 
tion  that  can  be  employed  on  a  routine 
basis.  Second,  to  establish  the  cause  of 
the  larger  water  proton  relaxation  time 
observed  in  samples  from  tuihorous  ani¬ 
mals  in  terms  of  cellular  or  molecular 
properties  that  may  be  altered  by  the 
existence  of  canc^  in  an  animal. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States. 

Reasons:  The  application  relates  to  a 
compatible  accessory  for  an  instnunent 
that  had  been  previously  Imported  for 
the  use  of  the  applicant  institution.  The 
article  is  being  furnished  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer  which  iMxxiuced  the  instrument 
with  which  the  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  and  is  pertinent  to  the  applicant’s 
purposes. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  similar  acce68(H7  being  manufac¬ 
tured  in  the  United  States,  which  is  in¬ 
terchangeable  with  or  can  be  readily 
adapted  to  the  Instrument  with  which 
the  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importahon  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Acting  Director. 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-26380  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  RHODE  ISLAND 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on.  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 

L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq.,  15  CFR,  Part  701,  1975) . 

A  copy  of  t^  record  pertaining  to 
this  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Office  of  Imp<M*t  Programs,  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00564-33-46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Rhode  Island, 
College  of  Resource  Development, 
Woodward  Hall,  Kingston,  Rl  02881.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  HS-9. 
Manufacturer:  Hitachi  Limited,  Japan. 
Int^ded  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  in  the  area  of  ul¬ 
trastructure  using  thin-sectioning  and 
freeze-etch  replication  and  associated 
techniques  such  as  shadowing  and  auto¬ 
radiography.  The  projects  to  be  under¬ 
taken  will  include  the  following: 

(DA  study  of  the  ultrastructure  of  the 
phenolic-storing  cells  in  the  endodermis 
of  cotton  roots, 

(2)  A  study  of  the  ultrastructural  mor¬ 
phology  of  the  glandular  hairs  of  vari¬ 
ous  plants, 

(3)  A  study  of  the  ultrastructural  re¬ 
sponses  in  tomato  roots  following  infec¬ 
tion  by  vascular-wilt  pathogens, 

(4)  A  study  of  the  ultrastrutural  rela¬ 
tionships  between  turf -grasses  and  the 
fungal  pathogen  Schlerophthora  macro- 
spora. 

(5)  A  study  of  the  ultrastructural 
mmphology  of  bacterial  and  fungal  iso¬ 
lates  capable  of  degrading  hydrocarbons, 
and 

(6)  A  study  of  the  ultrastructural 
changes  occurring  in  the  epidermis  of 
apple  fruits  affected  with  scald. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application' approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  Intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  foreign 
article  was  ordered  (March  12,  1974). 
Reasons:  The  foreign  article  provides  6 
Angstroms  point  to  point  (A  pt.)  and  low 
distortion  quality  micrographs  from 
magnificatiims  of  200  to  100,000X 
without  a  pole  piece  change.  Dranestic  in¬ 
struments  available  at  the  time  the  arti¬ 
cle  was  ordered  were  the  Model  EMU-4C 
supplied  by  Adam  David  Company  and 
the  Model  ETEM-101  manufactured  by 
ESektros  Incorporated.  The  Moddl  EMU- 
4C  is  a  relatively  complex  instrument 
designed  for  the  use  of  an  experienced 
operaitor  which  provided  a  resolution  of 
5  A  pt.,  magnifications  of  1400  to  240,000X 
with  its  standard  pole-piece  and,  with  a 
change  to  its  low  magnification  pole- 
piece,  high  quality  low  distortion  micro¬ 
graph  at  500  to  70,000X.  Hie  ETEM-101 
provided  a  low  resolution  of  10  A  pt. 


guaranteed  and  a  magnification  range  of 
600  to  38,000X.  The  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  W^are  (HEW) 
advises  in  its  memorandum  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  10, 1975  that  the  lower  magnifica- 
tion  orientation  micrographs  followed  by 
high  magnification  microscopy  and  good 
resolution  are  pertinent  to  the  appli¬ 
cants  intended  purposes.  HEW  also  ad¬ 
vises  that  the  Model  EMU-4C  did  not 
have  equivalent  magnification  range 
without  a  pole-piece  change  and  the 
Model  ETEM-101  lacked  both  [magnifi¬ 
cation]  range  and  resolution. 

For  these  reasons,  we  find  that  neither 
the  Model  EMU-4C  nor  the  Model 
ETEM-101  was  of  equivalent  scientific 
value  to  the  foreign  article  for  sqch  pur¬ 
poses  as  the  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  at  the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  In  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importstioa  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Acting  Director. 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-26381  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  SOUTHERN 
CAUFORNIA 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sci¬ 
entific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq.,  15  C7FR  Part  701, 1975) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office  of 
Import  Programs,  Depsirtment  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00562-33-46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  School  of  Medicine,  Keith  Admin¬ 
istration  Bldg.,  Room  100,  2025  Zonal 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90033.  Article: 
EHectron  Microscope,  Model  Corinth  500. 
Manufacturer:  AEI  Scientific  Apparatus, 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  Is  intended  to  be  used  in  in¬ 
vestigation  aimed  at  understanding  the 
normal  maturation  process  of  human 
bone  marrow  c^  and  aberrations  of 
this  process  which  occur  in  ne<^astic 
diseases.  Experiments  to  be  cimducted  in¬ 
volve:  (1)  A  description  of  the  architec¬ 
ture  and  cellular  components  of  normal 
himian  blood  and  bone  marrow  on  a 
morphological  and  histochemical  basis; 
(2)  a  description  of  the  same  material 
obtained  from  untreated  patients  with 
leukemia  (acute  and  chonic) ,  lymphoma 
and  multiple  myeloma;  (3)  assessment 
of  the  effects  of  chemotherapy  on  these 
disease  processes  by  following  individual 
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patients  through  therapy  and  (4)  use  of 
tissue  culture  methods  to  alter  behavior 
of  cells  in  a  leukemic  process  to  a  normal 
pattern  of  maturation,  and  (5)  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  vascular  elements  of  mar¬ 
row  in  order  to  be  able  to  reconstruct  a 
three  dimensional  model  to  assess  cellu¬ 
lar  exchange  between  the  marrow  cavity 
and  circulating  blood.  The  article  will 
also  be  used  to  train  physicians  in  tech¬ 
niques  for  electron  microscopy. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign  ar¬ 
ticle  provides  a  viewii^  image  which  is 
open  and  available  for  direct  photog¬ 
raphy,  measurement  or  vmambiguoiis 
pointing  out  of  specific  features.  The 
most  closely  comparable  domestic  instru¬ 
ment  available  at  the  time  the  article 
was  ordered  was  the  Model  EMU-4C  elec¬ 
tron  microscope  supplied  by  the  Adam 
David  Company.  The  Model  EMU-4C 
does  not  provide  a  viewing  image  which 
is  open  and  available  for  direct  photog¬ 
raphy,  measurement  or  unambiguous 
pointing  out  of  specific  features.  The  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  (HEW)  advised  in  its  memorandum 
dated  September  10, 1975  that  the  capa¬ 
bility  of  the  article  described  above  is 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
purposes.  HEW  also  advised  that  domes¬ 
tic  instruments  do  not  provide  the  capa¬ 
bility  foimd  pertinent. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Fedftral  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Skppa, 

AcUnff  Directar, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc .75-26382  Filed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  TENNESSEE 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
Off  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  tor  duty-free  ^try  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereimder  as  amended  (40 
F.R.  12253  et  seq,  15  CFR  Part  701, 1975) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  Uie 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Depsrtment  of 
Commerce,  Washhigton,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00560-96-03400. 
Applicant:  The  University  of  Tennessee, 
Knoxville,  Term.  37918.  Article:  (8)  Mini 


Suvag  Boneoscillators  and  (2)  Senn- 
heiser  Microphones  for  Suvag  n.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  Serv.  Euro(>een  De  Diffusion 
Des  Inventions  S.A.,  Prance..  Intended 
Use  of  Article;  The  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  for  studies  of  the  auditory 
perception  of  deaf  children  and  hearing 
impaired  adults.  The  article  will  also 
be  used  in  courses  in  aural  rehabilita¬ 
tion  to  educate  students  in  therapy  and 
diagnosis. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  applica¬ 
tion.  Decision:  Application  approv^.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign  ar¬ 
ticle  provides  wide  frequMicy  response 
including  bone  vibrator  frequencies  of  15 
to  7000  cycles  per  second.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(HEW)  advises  in.  its  memorandum 
dated  September  10,  1975  that  the  ca¬ 
pability  described  .a^ve  is  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  intended  use.  HEW  also 
advises  that  it  knows  of  no  domestic  in¬ 
strument  that  matches  the  pertinent 
specification. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Aasistcmos  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.106,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientlfie  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Skppa, 

Acting  Director,  Special 
Import  Programs  Division. 

[PR  Doc.75-26383  Filed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


Domestic  and  Intemationai  Business 
Administration 

SOPEX  SJLR.L. 

Related  Parly  Dcteimihatton 

In  the  matter  of  Sopex  S.A.RX.,  1 
Rue  Louis  Pasteur  and  40  Rue  de  I’Est, 
92100  Boulogne-Billancourt,  Prance,  Re¬ 
spondent. 

[Case  No.  466] 

An  order  dsUed  April  15,  1975  (M  FR 
19857,  May  7,  1975>,  was  enteral  by  the 
Office  of  Export  Administration,  Bnreau 
of  Bast-West  Trade,  Domestic  imd  In^ 
tomational  Business  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  against  Albert 
Riband  and  Societe  Europeene  d'Elec- 
tronic,  SA.  (Seiuxilec)  denying  them 
all  UB.  export  privileges  foe  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  export  controls.  Said  denied  par¬ 
ties  were  found  to  have  exported  or  to 
have  caused  to  be  exported,  on  numer¬ 
ous  occasions,  strategically-rated  U.S.- 
origin  commodities  without  required  au¬ 
thorization  of  the  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  in  vitiation  of  the  Ex¬ 
port  Administration  Regulations  (here¬ 
inafter,  export  regulathms)  and  a  tem¬ 
porary  denial  order  earlier  issued  against 
those  parties.  Further,  RoUaad,  iiuhvid^ 


ually  and  for  Seurolec  was  found  to  have 
made  false  and  misleading  statements  in 
violation  of  the  export  regulations. 

Section  388.1(b)  of  the  export  reg¬ 
ulations  refiected  in  Part  HI  of  the  dura¬ 
tion  denial  order  against  Holland  and 
Seurolec,  provides,  in  pertinent  part, 
that: 

Any  order  denying  export  privileges  or  ex¬ 
cluding  persons  from  practice  before  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  East- West  Trade  may  be  made  ap¬ 
plicable  not  only  to  persons  named  therein, 
but  also,  to  the  extent  necessary  to  prevent 
evasion,  to  other  persons  with  whom  such 
persons  may  then  or  thereafter  be  related  by 
ownership,  control,  position  of  responsibility, 
af&llatlon.  or  other  connection  In  the  conduct 
of  trade  or  related  services. 

Unrefuted  documentation  shows,  in 
most  significant  part,  that  Sopex 
S.A.R.L.,  is  a  limited  liability  company, 
operated  by  Albert  RoUand,  wikh  offices 
at  1  Rue  Louis  Pasteur  and  41  Rue  de 
I’Est,  92100  Boulogne-BiUucourt, 
France,  which  are  the  same  as  those 
occupied  by  Seurolec,  also  operated,  by 
RoUand.  Sopex  has  been  used  to  obtain 
U.S.-origin  electronic  equipment  from  at 
least  one  American  supplier. 

By  a  letter  dated  July  30,  1975,  Sopex 
S.AJtXi..  was  notified  by  this  office  that 
infocmation  in  the  possession  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  (ff  East-West  Trade  indicated  tSoA 
Albo’t  RoUand  and  Seurolec  are  con¬ 
nected  in  business  to  Sopex,  and  that, 
based  upon  such  information,  by  the 
terms  of  Part  HI  of  the  denial  order 
issued  against  RoUand  and  Seurolec, 
Sopex  would  be  named  a  related-  party 
to  said  denied  parties,  unless,  within  26- 
days  of  the  date  of  the  letter,  the  com¬ 
pany  showed  that  it  had  not  been  or  had 
wholly  ceased  to  be  related  to  them. 

No  reply  having  been  received  from 
Sopex,  it  has  been  determined  upon  rec- 
ommendaficHi  by  the  Acting  Hearing 
Commissioner  based  on  the  cited  infor¬ 
mation,  that  the  respondent  company 
is  a  related  party  to  RoUand  and  Seurolec 
within  the  meaning  ot  S  388.1(b)  of  the 
export  regulations  and  Part  XU  of  the 
denial  order  issued  against  those  parties, 
and  is,  thwefore,  subject  to  all  prohibi- 
tions  and  restrictions  of  that  order. 

The  related  party,  Sopex,  is  notified 
that  if  it  chooses  to  contend  that  the 
determination  which  is  the  subject  of 
this  notice  is  not  justified,  it  may  makp 
appUcation  to  have  such,  ruling  recon¬ 
sidered  or  terminated.  Such  aivUcation 
must  be  made  to  the  Reading  Commis¬ 
sioner,  Bureau  of  East-West  Trade,  De- 
partmoit  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Dated:  September  24, 1975. 

Rausr  H.  Mbtkr, 
Director, 

Office  of  Export  Administration. 

IFR  Docf.75-2e333  FUed  10-1-75:8:46  am] 

PRESIDENTS  EXPORT  COUNCIL 
Open  Meeting 

The  first  meeting  of  the  PreMdent’s 
Export  Council  Task  Force  on.  Exp<^ 
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Prwnotion  wul  be  held  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
4:30  p.m.  daily  cm  November  4-5, 1975,  in 
Conference  Room  6043  of  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
'D.C.  20230. 

The  Council  Task  Force  was  estab¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  11753  of  December 
20,  1973  (38  FR  34983)  and  the  Federal 
Acivisory  Committee  Act.  The  objectives 
of  the  Task  Force  will  be  that  of  review¬ 
ing  export  promotion  programs  and  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  developing  recommendations,  in¬ 
cluding  proposals  for  new  programs,  in 
this  area  for  Export  Council  considera¬ 
tion. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will  be  to 
receive  presentations  from  the  Bureau  of 
International  Commerce  on  the  Bureau’s 
export  promotion  programs  and  activi¬ 
ties,  followed  by  an  evaluation  of  the  in¬ 
formation  by  the  Task  Force. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
the  meeting  and  approximately  20  seats 
will  be  available  on  a  first-come,  first- 
served  basis.  Inquiries  may  be  addressed 
to  Mr.  Friedrich  R.  Crupe,  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  President’s  Export 
Coimcil,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration,  Bureau  of  International 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230  (tel¬ 
ephone  202-967-2373). 

Copies  of  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  on  request. 

Any  member  of  the  public  who  wishes 
to  file  a  written  statement  with  the  Task 
Force  may  do  so  before  or  after  the  meet 
ing. 

Dated:  September  26, 1975. 

Charles  W.  Hostler, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  International  Business. 

[FR  Doc.75-26301  Filed  10-l-76;8:46  am] 


WOLFF  SHOE  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

Petition  for  a  Determination 

A  petition  by  Wolff  Manufacturing 
Company  of  Union,  Missouri,  was  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  on  September  25,  1975, 
under  section  251  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  and  in  cimformity  with  “Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance  Certification  Regula¬ 
tions  for  Firms,’’  15  CffiR  Part  350,  40 
PR  14291  (April  3,  1975)  (the  “Regula¬ 
tions”)  .  Consequently,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  has  instituted 
an  investigation  to  determine  whether 
Increased  imports  into  the  United  States 
ccmtributed  importantly  to  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  the  firm’s  workers, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in 
sales  or  production  of  the  petitioning 
firm.  The  petitioner  asserts  that  imported 
articles  classified  in  item  700.45  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(“TSUS”)  are  like  or  direcUy  competitive 
with  footwear  for  wcrnien  produced  by 
the  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  subject  matter  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  (as  described  in  §  350.40(b)  of  the 
regulaticms)  may  request  a  public  hear¬ 


ing  on  the  matter.  A  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  conforming  to  §  350.40  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  must  be  received  by  the  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
Room  3011,  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  no  later  than  the  close  of  business 
on  or  before  October  13, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.106,  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance) 

Jack  W.  Osburn,  Jr., 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-26307  FUed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIVERSITY 

Receipt  of  Application  for  a  Scientific 
Research  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Applicant  has  applied  in  due  form  for  . 
a  permit  to  take  and  import  marine 
mammals  for  scientific  research  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Marine  Mammal  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1972  and  the  Regulations 
Governing  the  Taking  and  Importing  of 
marine  mammals. 

Museum  of  Zoology,  Louisiana  State 
University,  Baton  Rmige,  Louisiana 
79803,  to  take  and  import  an  unspecified 
number  of  dead  stranded  cetacean 
species  frmn  various  locations  world  wide. 
The  Applicant  states  that  the  collection 
of  cetacean  specimens  found  stranded 
will  be  incidental  to  other  work  being 
conducted  under  the  authority  of  scien¬ 
tific  collecting  permits  of  the  country  of 
origin.  The  Applicant  ^tes  that  it  will 
not  kill  or  ca^ure,  or  cause  to  be  killed 
or  captured,  any  cetacean  in  the  course  of 
its  specimen  collecting.  The  material  to 
be  imported  will  be  collected  and  pre¬ 
pared  according  to  accepted  museiun 
standards.  The  specimens  are  to  be 
cataloged  and  stored  in  the  Museum’s 
reseaixdi  collections  where  they  will  be 
available  for  study  by  the  scientific  com¬ 
munity. 

The  Applicant  has  been  informed  that 
a  separate  application  of  a  scientific  re¬ 
search  permit  under  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973  is  necessary  for  those 
cetacean  species  listed  as  threatened  or 
endangered  by  that  statute. 

Docum^ts  sulxnitted  in  cminection 
with  the  above  explication  are  available 
for  review  in  the  office  of  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  De- 
peurtment  of  Commerce,  Washliigton, 
D.C.  20235,  and  the  Office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  Natimial  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  Southeast  Region,  Duval  Building, 
9450  Gandy  Boulevard,  St  Petersbxirg, 
Florida  33702. 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
Secretary  of  (Commerce  is  f(»*wardlng 
copies  of  this  application  to  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  and  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  Scientific  Advisors. 

Written  data  or  views  or  requests  for 
a  public  hearing  on  this  application 


should  be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20235,  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  3,  1975.  The  holding  of  such  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  at  the  discretion  of  the  Director. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  notice  in  support  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  summaries  of  those  of  the  Appli¬ 
cant  and  do  not  necessarily  reflect  the 
views  of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

Dated:  September  26,  1975. 

William  H.  Stevenson, 
Acting  Associate  Director  for 
Resource  Management,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-26362  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


SEA  WORLD,  INC. 

Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §  216.33(d)  and  (e) 
of  the  l^gulations  Governing  the  Taking 
and  Importing  of  Marine  Mammals  (39 
FR  1851,  January  15,  1974),  the  Public 
Display  Permit  Issued  to  Sea  World,  In¬ 
corporated,  1720  South  Shores  Road,  San 
Diego,  California,  92109,  on  May  7,  1974, 
as  modified  on  August  23,  1974  (39  FR 
30522)  and  on  March  3,  1975  (40  FR 
8846)  is  further  modified,  by  means  of 
Modification  No.  3,  in  the  following  man¬ 
ner. 

The  authorized  killer  whales  may  be 
taken  by  means  of  either  seine  net  or 
breakaway  ho<x-net  techniques. 

This  modification  is  effective  October 
2,  1975. 

The  Permit,  as  modified,  is  available 
for  review  in  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235 ;  and  in  the  Offices  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300 
South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island, 
California  90731;  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Northwest  Region,  Lake  Union  Building, 
1700  Westlake  Avenue,  North,  Seattle, 
Washington  98109;  and  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Alaska  R^on,  P.O.  Box  1668,  Juneau, 
Alaska  99801. 

Dated:  September  10,  1975. 

William  H.  Stevenson, 
Acting  Associate  Director  for 
Resource  Management,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-26361  FUed  10-1-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

.  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

ACCREDITATION  AND  INSTITUTIONAL 
EUGIBILITY 

Annual  Report  of  the  Advisory  Committee 

The  1974  Annual  Report  of  the  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  on  Accreditation  and  In¬ 
stitutional  Eligibility,  which  includes  a 
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summary  of  the  Ccmimittee's  activities 
during  closed  sessions  of  its  meetings, 
pursuant  to  Section  10(d)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act*  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463),  may  be  obtained  by  applying  to 
the  Accre^tation  and  institutional  Eligi¬ 
bility  Staff,  Room  4068,  Regional  Office 
Building  3, 7th  and  D  Streets,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20202. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  22, 1975. 

John  R.  Proffitt, 
Director.  Accreditation  and 
Institutional  Eligibility  Staff. 

IFR  E)oc.75-26334  PUed  10-1-75:8:46  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
EDUCATION  OF  BILINGUAL  CHILDREN 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Council  tm  Bi¬ 
lingual  Education  will  be  held  from  9 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.  on  Wednesday,  October  5, 
1975.  The  Coimcil  will,meet  in  Room 
1600,  Region  m  Office  of  Education,  3535 
Market  Street,  Hiiladelphia,  Pennsyl- 
'vania. 

The  Advisory  Council  on  Bilingual 
Education  is  established  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  732(a)  of  the  Bilingual  Education 
Act  (20  U.S.C.  8806)  to  advise  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
and  the  Commissioner  of  Education  con¬ 
cerning  matters  arising  in  administra¬ 
tion  (ff  the  Bilingual  Education  Act. 

The  meeting  shall  be  opened  to  the 
public.  The  pit^Kieed  agenda  for  the 
Council  meeting  is: 

Orientation  of  New  Members 
November  1  report 

The  Council  will  also  hold  hearings  on 
bilingual  education  cm  Thursday,  Octo¬ 
ber  16,  and  Friday,  October  17.  Persons 
wishing  to  make  a  presentation  must 
provide  the  (Council  with  a  copy  of  the 
text  at  the  meeting. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  proceed¬ 
ings,  and  ^all  be  available  for  public 
inspection  at  Room  3600,  Regional  CMBce 
Building  #3,  7th  and  D  Streets,  SW., 
Washingtcm,  D.C.  20202. 

Signed  at  Washington,^  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1975. 

John  C.  Molina, 
Acting  Direetor, 
Office  of  Bilingual  Education. 

[FR  Doc.75-^6363  FUsd  10-1-75:8:44  am] 


Food  and  Drag  Administration 
ADVISORY  COMMFTTEES 
Meetings 

This  notice  announces  forthcoming 
meetings  of  the  public  advisory  conunit- 
tees  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra- 
ti(m.  It  also  sets  out  a  summary  of  the 
procedures  governing  the  committee 
meetings  and  the  methods  by  which  in¬ 


terested  pers(xis  may  participate  in  the 
open  public  hearings  conducted  by  the 
committees.  The  notice  is  issued  under 
section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  Federal 


1.  Panel  on  review  of  opthal-  October  24  and  25,  9  a.m., 
mic  drugs.  Conference  Room  C, 

Parklawn  Bldg.,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Md. 

General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
ccmceming  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  During 
this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views. 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  arid  evaluate  available  data 
cMiceming  safety,  effectiveness,  and  re¬ 
liability  of  phsrsical  medicine  (physiatry) 
devices  currently  in  use. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
information  pertinent  to  the  clagsifica- 
tion  of  orthotic  and  prosthetic  devices  to 
Jpimsie  W.  Bailey,  executive  secretary. 
Submission  of  data  relative  to  tentative 
classification  findings  is  also  invited. 

Open  committee  discussion.  The  re¬ 
organization  of  a  more  workable  generic 
device  classificati(m  list  for  orthotic  and 
prosthetic  devices  suitable  to  both  the 
physical  medicine  and  orthopedic  panel 
will  be  discussed. 

Each  public  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ing  list^  above  may  have  as  many  as 
four  separable  portions:  (I)  An  open 
public  hearing.  (2)  an  open  committee 
discussion,  (3)  a  closed  presentation  of 
data,  and  (4)  a  closed  committee  delib¬ 
eration.  Every  advisory  cenmnittee 
meeting  shall  have  an  open  public  hear¬ 
ing.  Whether  or  not  it  also  includes  any 
of  the  other  three  portions  will  depend 
upon  the  specific  meeting  involved.  The 
dates  and  times  reserved  for  the  separate 
portions  of  ecKdi  committee  meeting  are 
listed  above. 

The  open  pubHc  hearing  portion  of 
each  meeting  shall  be  at  least  1  hour  long 
unless  public  participation  does  not  D&st 
that  long.  It  is  emphasized,  however,  that 
the  1  hour  time  limit  for  an.  open  public 
hearing  retHreasnts  a  minimum  rathe: 
than  a  maaiiminL  time  fiw  puUic  partici¬ 
pation,  and  an  open  public  hearing  may 
last  for  whatever  Bonger  period  the  com¬ 
mittee  chairman  deteimines  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  committee’^  work.^ 

Meetings  of  advisory  committees,  shall 
be  conducted,  insofar  as  is  practical,  in 
aecoedaneewtUa  the  agend&pid)lirixcd  in 
this  Wepgiott.  Rboistbr  notiee.  ChcH^es  in 
the  agenda  will  be  announced  at  the  be- 


Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
86  Stat.  770-776  (5  UB.C.  App.  I) ) .  The 
following  advisory  committM  meetings 
are  announced: 


Open  public  hefkring  Oct.  24,  9  a.m.  to  10  a.m.;  cloecti 
committee  deliberations  Oct.  24, 10  a.m.  to  4:3i^.m., 
Oct.  25,  9  a.m.  to  TO  a.m.:  John  T.  McElroy,  (HFO- 
510),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  206^,  301- 
443-4960. 

orally  or  in  writing,  on  the  issues  pending 
before  the  committee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Con¬ 
tinuing  review  and  investigation  at  the 
ingredients  included  in  over-the-coun¬ 
ter  (OTC)  ophthalmic  drug  products. 
This  meeting  is  closed  to  protect  the  free 
exchange  of  internal  views. 


ginning  of  the  open  portion  of  a  mseting. 

Any  interested  perstm  who  wishes  to 
be  assured  of  the  right  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  open  public  hsaeing 
portion  of  a  meeting  shall  infona  the 
contact  person  listed  above,  ^tber  orally 
or  in  writing,  prior  to  the  meeting.  Any 
person  attending  the  hearing  who  does 
not  in  advance  of  the  meeting  request 
an  opportunity  to  speak  will  be  allowed 
to  make  an  oral  presentation  at  the  hear¬ 
ing’s  conclusion,  if  time  permits,  at  the 
chairman’s  discretion. 

The  Commissioner,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  has  deter¬ 
mined  for  the  reasons  stated  that  those 
portions  of  the  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ings  so  designated  in  this  nottor  stall 
be  closed.  Both  the  Federal  Astvfeory 
Conunittce  Act  and  5  U.S.C.  552(bl  per¬ 
mit  such  Glased  advisory  committee 
meetings  in  certainicircumstaneaa,Thaae 
portions  of  a  meeting  desisoated  as 
closed  shall,  however,  be  closed  foe  the 
shortest  time  posailde  con^tent  with 
the  intent  ol  the  cited  statutes. 

Generally,  FDA  advisory  conualttees 
will  be.  closi^  because  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  is  exempt  feom  public  disclosure 
under  5  XJ.SX1.  5f52(]W  (4) ,  (5) ,.  CBJr.  or 
(’D ,.  fl-TthnugH  on.  occasion,  thft  ntJiwr  ex¬ 
emptions  listed  in.  5  n.S.C,  5S2.(h)  may 
alko.  apply.  Thus,  a  portion,  of  a  meeting 
may  be  closed  where,  the  Twiiiter  fa- 
volves.  a  trade  cnmmwrfar  oc  fi¬ 

nancial  Infiormation.  tiiat  is  pc&Oeged 
or  confidential;  personnel,  medical,, and 
similar  files,  disclosiue  of  which  could  be 
an  imwamuxted  iitva^on  of  pmsonal 
privacy;  and  invcjttgwtwy  files  compiled 
for  law  enforcement  purposes.  A  portion 
of  a  meeting  may  alko  be  closed  if  the 
Commissioner  determines:  (1)  That  it 
invoNeu  Isrter-ageKy  or  intoai  agency 
memorandh  or  discussion  and  d^bera- 
tians  of  rnattf  rv  thak.  If  ia  arriting.  would 
eieibUtute  aoA  memovaadw,  sssd  wtach 
would,  therefore,  be  exempt  from  puMic 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  merting  and  contact  person 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

2.  Ortiiotic  and  prosthetic 
subcommittee  of  Uie 
panel  on  review  of  phys¬ 
ical  medicine  (pliysi- 
atry)  devices. 

Oct.  26  and  27,  930  a.m., 
Rex  Room,  Fairmont 
Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Open  public  hearing  Oct.  26,  930  a.m.  to  1030  a.m.; 
open  committee  (bscussion  Oct.  28,  10:30  a.m.  to  4 
p.m.,  Oct.  27, 9:30 a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  JobnUe  W.  Bailey, 
(UFK-tOO),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, Md.  20852, 
301-443-3550. 
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disclosure;  and  (2)  that  it  is  essential 
to  close  such  portion  of  a  meeting  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  free  exchange  of  internal  views 
and  to  avoid  undue  interference  with 
agency  or  committee  operations. 

Examples  of  matters  to  be  considered 
at  closed  portions  are  those  related  to 
the  review,  discussion,  evaluation  or 
ranking  of  ^ant  applications;  the  re¬ 
view,  discussion,  and  evaluation  of  spe¬ 
cific  drugs  or  devices;  the  deliberation 
and  voting  relative  to  the  formation  of 
specific  regulatory  recommendations 
(general  discussion,  however,  will  gen¬ 
erally  be  done  during  the  open  committee 
discussion  portion  of  the  meeting) ;  re¬ 
view  of  trade  secrets  or  confidential 
data;  consideration  of  matters  involving 
FDA  investigatory  files;  and  review  of 
medical  records  of  individuals. 

Examples  of  matters  that  ordinarily 
will  be  considered  at  open  meetings  are 
those  related  to  the  review,  discussion, 
and  evaluation  of  general  preclinical  and 
clinical  test  protocols  and  procedures  for 
a  class  of  drugs  or  devices,  consideration 
of  labeling  requirements  for  a  class  of 
msurketed  drugs  and  devices,  review  of 
data  and  information  on  specific  investi¬ 
gational  or  marketed  drugs  and  devices 
that  have  previously  been  made  public, 
and  presentation  of  any  other  data  or 
Information  that  is  not  exempt  from 
public  disclosure. 

Dated:  September  26,  1975. 

A.  M.  ScHHmr, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

IFBDOC.7&-26320  PUed  10-l-75;8:46  am] 


[FDA  22&-76-4000] 

INSPECTION  OF  FOOD  PRODUCED  AND/ 

OR  SOLD  IN  STATE  OF  WISCONSIN 

Memorandum  of  Understanding  With  the 

Wisconsin  Department  of  Agriculture 

Pursuant  to  the  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  October  3,  1974  (39 
FR  35697),  stating  that  future  memo¬ 
randa  of  understanding  between  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  and 
others  would  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  the  Commissioner  ctf  Food 
and  Drugs  issues  the  following  notice: 

The  Wisconsin  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  have  entered  into  an  agreement  con¬ 
cerning  ceiiain  related  objectives  in 
cariTlng  out  their  respective  responsi¬ 
bilities.  The  agreement,  which  sets  forth 
the  working  arrangements  to  be  followed 
or  adopted  cimcemlng  Inspection  of  food 
produced  and/or  sold  in  the  State  of 
Wisconsin,  reads  as  follows : 

Mxuoransum  or  Unokbstanding 
Betwxxk  Tbk 

WiscoNsm  Dxfaktmxnt  or  Aoricultuke 
And  Th*  " 

Food  andDrvg  Aduinistration 

I.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  memoran¬ 
dum  Is  to  formalize  procedures  mutually 
agreed  upon  by  the  Wisconsin  Department  of 
Agriculture  (WDA)  and  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  for  cooperative  sur- 
veUlance  over  fo^  produced  and/or  sold  in 
the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

H.  Background.  The  divisions  of  responsi¬ 
bility  and  other  provisions  set  forth  below 


attempt  to  avoid  xmnecessary  duplication  of 
effort  and  to  recognize,  insofar  as  possible, 
the  combined  resources,  expertise,  and  estab- 
Ushed  priorities  of  both  agencies.  The  basic 
objective  of  this  agreement  Is  to  promote 
closer  cooperation  in  the  attainment  of  com¬ 
mon  goals  through  a  planned  work-sharing 
program. 

ni.  Substance  of  Understanding — ^A.  Dairy 
products.  WDA  agrees  to  assume  primary  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  inspection  and  surveillance  of 
aU  Orade  A  fluid  milk  receiving,  transfer,  and 
bottling  plants  in  Wisconsin.  It  also  agrees 
to  assume  similar  responslbUlty  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  surveillance  of  aU  of  the  manu¬ 
factured  dairy  product  industry  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  with  the  exception  of  certain  of  the  dried 
milk  product  operations  and  processed  and 
natural  cheese  manufacturing  operations 
that  will  be  retained  for  coverage  by  FDA. 

B.  Fruit  and  vegetable  canners  and  freez¬ 
ers.  Inspectional  surveillance  of  this  industry 
will  be  shared  between  both  agencies  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  WDA,  if  possible,  will  conduct  a  preop- 
wational  inspection  of  each  establishment  to 
assess  plant  facilities  and  processing  equlp- 

2.  During  the  processing  season,  WDA 
and/or  FDA  will  conduct  at  least  one  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  major  packs  of  each  processing 
plant  in  Wisconsin. 

3.  Scheduling  of  inspections  will  be  coor¬ 
dinated  to  avoid  unnecessary  duplication. 

C.  Pesticide  residue.  WDA  and  FDA  agree 
to  share  responsibility  for  monitoring  pesti¬ 
cide  residues  in  or  on  raw  agrlcultxiral  com¬ 
modities  and  processed  food  products  in  Wis¬ 
consin.  WDA  agrees  to  monitor  all  milk  and 
milk  products  and  will  concentrate  on 
grower-level  surveillance  of  raw  agricultural 
commodities.  FDA  agrees  to  assume  basic  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  surveillance  over  imported 
food  products  and  to  concentrate  on  proces¬ 
sor  and/or  shipper  level  surveillance  over 
raw  agricviltural  commodities. 

D.  General  considerations.  To  facilitate 
closer  coordination  of  FDA  and  WDA  pro¬ 
grams  and  to  promote  effective  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  work  sharing  and  division  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  outlined  above,  the  following 
points  are  also  equally  agreed  to: 

1.  While  this  understanding  is  in  effect, 
neither  agency  will  schedule  routine  inspec¬ 
tions  cr  other  activities  fcH:  which  the  other 
has  assumed  responsibility;  however,  both 
agencies  shall  retain  the  right  to  conduct 
these  activities  whenever  such  is  deemed  to 
be  in  the  best  interest  of  consumers. 

2.  Each  agency  will  provide  the  other  with 
signiflcant  reports  of  inspections  or  investi¬ 
gations  covered  by  this  \mderstanding. 

3.  FDA  and  WDA  will  exchange  copies  of 
all  warning  letters  of  significance  Issued  to 
firms  covered  by  this  understanding. 

4.  Joint  inspections  of  flrais  under  this 
understanding  will  be  scheduled  upon  mu¬ 
tual  consent  of  WDA  and  RJA. 

5.  Compliance  followup  and  other  immedi¬ 
ate  problems  will  be  handled  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis. 

6.  WDA  and  FDA  will  Immediately  notify 
one  another  upon  encountering  violative  food 
products  foxmd  or  originating  in  M^sconsin. 
Trade  and  consumer  complaints  or  other  in¬ 
quiries  involving  products  or  firms  embodied 
in  this  understanding  will  be  forwarded  to 
the  appropriate  re^onsible  agency. 

7.  WDA  and  FDA  agree  to  make  their  re¬ 
spective  laboratory  cs^abilities  available  to 
one  another,  insofar  as  possible,  tor  emer¬ 
gency  or  routine  analysis  of  products  covered 
under  this  underatcmdlng. 

8.  The  Inventory  of  firms  to  be  retained 
for  FDA  coverage  and  the  cannmy  inspec¬ 
tion  schedule  will  be  reviewed  and  mutually 
agreed  to  by  both  agencies  at  least  annually. 

9.  Meetings  to  evaluate  the  stated  objec¬ 
tives  of  this  xmderstanding  will  be  held  every 
4  months,  or  more  often  at  the  request  of 


either  party.  This  understanding  .may  be 
revised,  expanded,  or  terminated  by  either 
party  \ipon  notification  of  the  other. 

IV.  Name  and  address  of  participating  ac¬ 
tivity.  Wisctmsin  Department  of  A^culture, 
801  West  Badger  Rd.,  Madison,  WI  63713. 

V.  Liaison  Offlcers.  For  WDA:  Donald  E. 
Konsoer,  Assistant  Administratorr  Food  8e 
Standards  Division.  Telephone  No.:  (608) 
266-7243. 

For  FDA:  Marlin  V.  Bergerson,  Investi¬ 
gator,  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  240 
Hennepin  Ave.,  Minneapolis,  MN  65401.  Tele¬ 
phone  No.:  (612)  726-2121. 

VI.  Period  of  agreement.  This  understand¬ 
ing  will  remain  in  effect  from  July  1,  1975 
until  it  is  revised  or  terminated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  9  above. 

Approved  and  accepted  for  the  Wisconsin 
Department  of  Agriculture: 

By:  Arthur  B.  Kurtz. 

Title:  Acting  Secretary. 

Dated:  September  4, 1975. 

Approved  and  accepted  for  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration: 

By:  H.  P.  Roberts. 

Title:  Deputy  Regional  Food  and  Drug 
Director. 

Dated:  September  12, 1975. 

Effective  date.  Tliis  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  became  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  12, 1975. 

Dated:  September  25,  1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

(FR  Doc.76-26318  FUed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 


[PDA  225-76-4001] 

INSPECTION  OF  MINNESOTA  FOOD 

AND  MEDICATED  FEED  FACILITIES 

Memorandum  of  Understanding  With 

Minnesota  Department  of  Agriculture 

Pursuant  to  the  notice  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  of  October  3,  1974 
(39  FR  35697) ,  stating  that  future  mem¬ 
oranda  of  imderstandlng  between  the 
Food  and  Drvig  Administration  and 
others  would  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  issues  the  following  notice: 

The  Minnesota  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  have  entered  into  an  agre^ent 
concerning  certain  related  objectives  in 
canTing  out  their  respective  responsi¬ 
bilities.  The  agreement,  which  sets  forth 
the  working  arrangements  to  be  followed 
or  adopted  concerning  inspection  of  Min¬ 
nesota  food  and  medicated  feed  facili¬ 
ties  of  mutual  obligation,  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Memorandum  or  Understanding 
Between  the 

Minnesota  Department  of  Agricui.ture 
AND  the 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

I.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  memo¬ 
randum  is  to  formalize  procedures  mutuaUy 
agreed  upon  by  the  Minnesota  Department 
of  Agriculture  (MDA)  and  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  (FDA)  for  cooperative 
surveUlance  over  food  tmd  medicated  feed 
produced  and/or  sold  In  the  state  of  Minne¬ 
sota. 

n.  Background.  The  divisions  of  responsi¬ 
bility  and  other  provisions  set  forth  below 
attempt  to  avoid  unnecessary  dupUcatlon  of 
effort  and  to  recognize.  Insofar  as  jKieslble, 
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the  combined  resources,  expertise  and  estab¬ 
lished  priorities  of  both  agencies.  The  basic 
objective  of  this  agreement  Is  to  promote 
closer  cooperation  In  the  attainment  of  com¬ 
mon  goals  through  a  planned  work-sharing 
program. 

III.  Substance  of  understanding. — A.  Bev¬ 
erage  manufacturers.  MDA  agrees  to  assume 
responslblll^  for  Inspection  and  smrvelUance 
of  all  establishments  in  Minnesota  that 
manufacture  carbonated  and/or  still  non¬ 
alcoholic  beverages. 

FDA  agrees  to  assume  equal  responsibility 
of  all  breweries  and  malting  houses  in  the 
state.  Water  supplies  for  breweries  and  malt¬ 
ing  houses  will  be  initially  certified  by  MDA. 
Further  water  certification  will  be  done  by 
MDA  on  request  of  FDA. 

B.  Bakeries.  MDA  agrees  to  assume  primary 
responsibility  for  inspection  and  surveillance 
of  the  bakery  product  Industry  in  Minnesota, 
with  the  exception  of  those  establishments 
retained  for  coverage  by  FDA. 

C.  Food  salvage  establishments.  Food  sal¬ 
vage  operations  In  Minnesota  shall  be  under 
the  primary  control  of  MDA  through  ad¬ 
ministration  of  Chapter  31.495,  Minnesota 
Statutes  1974,  as  amended,  and  all  regula¬ 
tions  promulgated  thereunder.  In  those  in¬ 
stances  where  salvage  or  reconditioning  of 
foods  under  FDA  seizure  Is  proposed,  FDA 
will  assume  ra^onslblllty  for  supervising 
such  operations.  FDA  and  MDA  shall  keep 
one  another  Informed  of  known  Instances  in 
which  distressed  merchandise  Is  being  trans¬ 
ported  into  or  out  of  Minnesota  for  salvage 
or  reconditioning. 

D.  Food  storage  warehouses.  MDA  agrees 
to  assume  primary  responsibility  for  Inspec¬ 
tion  and  surveillance  of  the  food  storage 
warehouse  Industry  In  Minnesota,  with  the 
exception  at  those  establishments  retained 
for  coverage  by  FDA. 

E.  Dairy  products.  MDA  agrees  to  assume 
primary  re^ionsiblllty  for  inspection  and 
surveillance  of  all  Grade  A  fiuld  milk  receiv¬ 
ing,,  transfer,  and  bottling  plants  In  Minne¬ 
sota.  MDA  agrees  to  assume  similar  responsi¬ 
bility  for  inspection  and  surveillance  of  all 
of  the  manufactured  dairy  product  Industry 
In  Minnesota,  with  the  exception  of  certain 
dried  milk,  cheese,  ice  cream,  and  butter 
manufacturing  operations  retained  for  cover¬ 
age  by  FDA. 

F.  Fruit  and  vegetable  canners  and  freez¬ 
ers.  Inspectional  surveillance  of  this  lnd\is- 
try  will  be  shared  between  both  agencies. 
During  the  processing  season,  FDA  and/or 
MDA  will  conduct  at  least  one  inspection  ctf 
the  major  packs  of  each  processing  plant  in 
Minnesota.  Scheduling  of  inflections  will  be 
coordinated  to  avoid  unnecessary  duplica¬ 
tion.  Ehtabllshments  currently  under  the 
Corporate  Quality  Assurance  Program  are 
excluded  from  this  plan. 

O.  Medicated  animal  feeds.  MDA  agrees  to 
assume  primary  responsibility  for  inspection¬ 
al  surveillance  of  all  producers  of  medicated 
animal  feeds  in  Minnesota,  which  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  registration  under  section  610  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  FDA 
agrees  to  assume  primary  responsibility  tat 
Inspecticm  and/or  investigation  of  users  of 
medicated  animal  feeds  to  determine  if  such 
use  is  in  conformance  with  requirements  of 
the  Federal  Act. 

MDA  and  FDA  shall  exchange  reports  on  all 
inspections  conducted  and  on  all  medicated 
feed  sanf>les  analyzed  under  this  agreement. 

H.  General  considerations.  To  facilitate 
closer  coordination  of  FDA  and  MDA  pro¬ 
grams  and  to  promote  effective  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  work  sharing  and  division  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  ,  outlined  above,  the  following 
points  are  also  equally  agreed  to: 

I.  FDA’s  current  Good  Manufacturing 
Practice  regulations  for  human  foods  shall  be 
considered  as  minimum  sanitation  standards 
for  all  food  establishments  Included  imder 
this  understanding.  ¥DA’s  current  Good 


Manufacturing  Practice  regulations  fc»'  medi¬ 
cated  animal  feeds  shall  be  considered  as 
minimum  standards  for  all  feed  establish¬ 
ments  ln(fiuded  under  this  imderstandlng. 

2.  While  this  understanding  is  in  effect, 
neither  agency  will  schedule  routine  inspec¬ 
tions  of  firms  for  which  the  other  is  re^>on- 
siUe. 

3.  Each  agency  will  provide  the  other  with 
reports  on  significant  inspections  of  firms 
covered  under  this  understanding.  Whenever 
necessary,  reports  of  sample  analysis  will  also 
be  exchanged. 

4.  FDA  and  MDA  will  exchange  copies  of  all 
letters  of  significance  to  firms  covered  by  this 
understanding. 

5.  Joint  inspections  of  firms  under  this 
understanding  will  be  scheduled  upon 
mutual  consent  of  MDA  and  FDA. 

6.  MDA  ahd  FDA  will  immediately  notify 
one  another  upon  encountering  violative 
food  products,  found  or  originating  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  that  are  involved  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  Trade  and  consumer  complaints  or 
other  inquiries  involving  products  or  firms 
embodied  in  this  understanding  will  be  for¬ 
warded  to  the  appropriate  responsible  agency. 

7.  Compliance  followup  and  other  immedi¬ 
ate  problems  will  be  bandied  on  a  case-by- 
case  basis. 

8.  The  inventory  of  firms  to  be  retained  for 
FDA  coverage  wUl  be  reviewed  and  mutually 
agreed  to  by  both  agencies  at  least  annually. 

9.  MDA  and  FDA  agree  to  make  their  re¬ 
spective  laboratory  capabilities  available  to 
one  another,  insofar  as  possible,  for  emer¬ 
gency  or  routine  analysis  of  products  covered 
under  this  agreement. 

10.  Meetings  to  evaluate  the  stated  objec¬ 
tives  of  this  understanding  will  be  held  every 
four  months,  or  more  often  at  the  request 
of  either  party.  This  understanding  may  be 
revised,  expanded,  or  terminated  by  either 
party  upon  notification  of  the  other. 

r\r.  Name  and  address  of  participating  ac¬ 
tivity.  Minnesota  Department  of  Agriculture, 
State  Office  Building,  St.  Paul,  MN  551SS. 

V.  Liaison  Officers.  For  MDA:  Bernard  J. 
Steffen,  Director  of  Field  Operations,  Tele¬ 
phone  No.:  (612  )  296-2627.  For  FDA:  MarUn 
V.  Bergerson,  Investigator,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  240  Hennepin  Ave.,  Minneap¬ 
olis,  MN  55401.  Telephone  No.:  (612)  726- 
2121. 


VI.  Period  of  agreement.  This  understand¬ 
ing  will  remain  in  effect  from  July  1,  1975 
until  It  Is  revised  or  terminated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  10  above. 

Approved  and  accepted  for  the  Minnesota 
Department  of  Agriculture: 

By:  Roixin  M.  Deknistoun, 

Department  Administrator. 

Dated:  September  10,  1975. 

i^^roved  and  accepted  for  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration; 

By:  H.  P.  RoBKaxs, 

Deputy  Regional  Food  and  Drug  Director. 

Dated;  September  12,  1975. 

Effective  date.  This  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  became  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1975. 

Dated:  September  25. 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.75-26321  Piled  10-1-75:8:45  am) 


OPHTHALMIC  DRUGS  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Renewal 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6,  1972  (Pub. 
L.  92-463, 86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App. 
I) ) ,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
announces  the  renewal  of  the  Ophthal¬ 
mic  Drugs  Advisory  Committee  by  the 
Secretary.  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  for  an  additional 
period  of  2  years  beyond  Septeml^r  20, 
1975. 

Authority  for  this  committee  will  ex¬ 
pire  September  20,  1977,  unless  the  Sec¬ 
retary  formally  determines  that  con¬ 
tinuance  is  in  the  public  interest. 

Dated:  September  26, 1975. 

Sam  D.  FniE, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.75-26319  Piled  10-1-75; 8:46  am) 


COMMISSIONER  OF  SOaAL  SECURITY 

Delegations  of  Authority  To  Approve  or  Deny  Waiver  of  Adjustment  or  Recovery  of 

Incorrect  Payments 

The  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  has  been  vested  with  authority 
to  perform  the  functions  specified  by  Part  B  of  title  IV  and  certain  related  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  as  amended.  The 
authority  to  perform  these  fimctions  has  been  redelegated  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Social  Security  (35  FR  7033-34,  dated  May  2, 1970) .  This  authority 
may  be  redelegated  by  the  Commissioner  at  his  discretion. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  authority  to  approve  or  deny  waiver 
of  adjustment  or  recovery  of  incorrect  payments  of  “Black  Lung”  benefits,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  413(b)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act  of 
1969,  as  amended,  has  been  delegated  by  the  Commissioner  to  the  following  Social 
Security  Administration  poslticms: 

1.  All  "Black  Lttng”  Overpatmxnts,  Regardless  or  Amount 
Delegates  Scope  of  Authority 

la.  Deputy  Commissioner. . . 1_  la-e.  Afi  cases  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 

b.  Associate  Commissioner  for  Program  Opera-  SSA. 

tions. 

c.  Director  and  Deputy  Director.  Bureau  of 

Retirement  and  Survivors  Insurance, 

Office  of  Program  Operations. 

d.  Assistant  Bureau  Director,  Program  Policy, 

Bureau  of  Retirement  and  Survivors  In- 
smrance.  Office  of  Program  Operations. 

e.  Any  member  designated  to  serve  on  the 

three  member  Waiver  Committee  In  the 
Bureau  of  Retirement  and  SnrvlvcKS  In¬ 
surance,  subject  to  the  concxurence  of 
his  supervisor  In  the  proposed  waiver 
decision. 
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S.  Lxmc”  OvEXPAYiimrs  or  $10,000  cm.  Los 


Social  Security  Administration 


Delegates  Scope  o/  AutTioritg 

2a.  Director  and  Depnty  Director,  Bureau  of  2a.  AU  caaaa  within  the  Jurladietion  of  the 
Disability  Insurance,  Office  of  Program  Bureau  of  Disability  Insurance,  Office 

Operations.  of  Program  Operations. 

b.  Assistant  Bureau  Director,  Disability  Oper-  b.  All  cases  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 

ations  and  Deputy  Assistant  Bureau  Di*  Office  of  the  Assistant  Bureau  Dtrec- 

rector.  Disability  Operations,  Bureau  of  tor.  Disability  Operations,  Bureau  of 

Disability  Insurance,  Office  of  Program  Disability  Insurance,  Office  of  Pro- 

Operations.  gram  Opnations. 

c.  Director  and  Deputy  Director,  Division  of  c.  All  cases  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 

Reconsideration,  Bureau  of  Disability  In-  Division  of  Reconsideration,  Bureau 

surance.  Office  of  Program  Operations.  of  Disability  Insiuanoe,  Office  of  Pro¬ 

gram  Operations. 

d.  Chief.  Reconsideration  Branch  (Retire-  d.  All  cases  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 

ment).  Division  of  Reconsideration,  Bu-  Reconsideration  Branch  (Retire- 

reau  of  Disability  Insurance,  Office  of  ment).  Division  of  Reconsideration, 

Program  Operations.  Bureau  of  Disability  Insurance,  Office 

of  Program  Operations. 

3.  “Black  Luwg”  Ovespatments  of  Moke  Than  $1,000  Bur  Nor  Exceeding  $5,000 
Defegates  Scope  of  Authority 

8a.  Chief,  Recovery  Section,  Reconsideration  3a~c.  All  cases  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
Branch  (Retirement) ,  Division  of  Recon-  the  specified  components  of  the 

slderation.  Bureau  of  Disability  Insur--  Reconsideration  Branch  (Retire- 

ance.  Office  of  Program  Operations.  ment) ,  Division  of  Reconsideration, 

b.  Chiefs,  Recov^  Units,  Recovery  Section,  Bureau  of  Disability  Insurance, 

Reconsideration  Branch  (Retirement),  Office  of  Program  Operations. 

Division  of  Reconsideration,  Bureau  of 
Disability  Insurance,  CMBoe  of  Program 
Operations. 

c.  Social  Insurance  Claims  Examiners  (Retire¬ 

ment)  {Recovery  Reviewers],  Recovery 
Units,  Recovery  Section,  Reconsideration 
Branch  (Retirement),  Division  of  Recon¬ 
sideration,  Bureau  of  Disability  Insur¬ 
ance,  Office  of  Program  Operations,  where 
the  Recovery  Reviewer  concurs  with  the 
recommendation  of  another  Recovery 
Reviewer. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  SECURITY  INCOME 
STUDY  CROUP 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Pub.  li.  92-463,  that  the  Supplraiental 
Security  Income  Study  Group  win  hold 
a  meeting  on  Thursday,  October  16  and 
Friday,  October  17  from  9  ajn.  to  5  p.m. 
in  Room  171  Altmeyer  Building,  Social 
Security  Administration,  6401  Security 
Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Maryland.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  on  the  Study 
Group  may  be  obtained  from  Nelson 
Sabatinl,  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Study  Group,  Room  960,  Altmeyer  Build¬ 
ing,  Social  Sromity  Adminlstratimi,  6401 
Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Mary¬ 
land  21235.  telephone  (301)  594-^330. 
Members  of  the  public  planning  to  attend 
should  send  written  notice  <rf  intent  to 
the  Executive  Secretary. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Number  13.807,  Supplemental  Security 
Income  for  the  Aged,  Blind,  and  Disabled) 

Dated:  September  29,  1975. 

Nelson  Sabatini, 

*  Executive  Secretary,  Supple¬ 
mental  Security  Income  Study 
Group. 

[PR  Doc.75-26268  Piled  10-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  76N-0107] 

FOOD  FOR  SPECIAL  DIETARY  USES 


4.  “Black  Lung”  Overpayments  of  $1,000  or  Less 


Notice  of  Reopening  of  Hearing 


Delegates  Scope  of  Authority 

4a.  Chief,  Recovery  Section,  Reconsideration  4a-c.  All  cases  within  the  Jurisdicti<m  of 
Branch  (Retirement) ,  Division  of  Recon-  the  specified  components  of  the 

Bideration.  Bureau  oi  Disability  Insur-  Reconsideration  Branch  (Retlre- 

ance.  Office  of  Program  Operations.  ment) ,  Division  of  Reconsideration, 

b.  Chiefs,  Recovery  Units,  Recovery  Section,  Bureau  of  Disability  Insmrance, 

Reconsideration  Branch  (Retirement),  "  Office  of  Program  Operations. 

Division  of  Reconsideration,  Bureau  of 
Disability  Insursmce,  Office  of  Program 
Operations. 

c.  Social  Insurance  Claims  Examiners  (Retire¬ 

ment)  (Recovery  Reviewers],  Recovery 
Units,  Recovery  Section,  Reconsideration 
Branch  (Retirement) ,  Division  of  Recon¬ 
sideration,  Bureau  of  DisrCbility  Insur¬ 
ance,  Office  of  Program  Operations. 

The  ddegatlons  specified  above  shall  be  effective  on  October  2. 1975.  Any  actions 
taken  by  positions  delegated  the  subject  authority,  which  involve  the  exercise  of 
such  authprity,  to  the  extent  here  indicated,  prior  to  the  date  that  this  notice  is 
pifiilished  in  the  Fedekal  Recxster,  are  hereby  afihrmed  and  ratified.  These  delega¬ 
tions  may  not  be  further  redelegated. 

Dated:  September  25, 1975. 

J.  B.  Cabdwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

(FR  Doc.75-26269  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  26065,  appearing  at  page 
44857  of  the  issue  for  Thesday,  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1975,  in  the  center  column  on 
page  44858,  seventh-line,  the  date  reading 
“October  3,  1975“  is  corrected  to  read 
“October  31, 1975”. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 
(FDAA-484-DR:  NPD-301] 

FLORIDA 

Major  Disaster  and  Related  Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  In  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  by  the  President  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11795  of  July  11, 1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under 
Department  of  HouEdng  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Delegation  of  Authority, 
Docket  No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of 
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the  Act  of  May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Dis¬ 
aster  ReUef  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143) ; 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Septem¬ 
ber  26,  1975,  the  President  declared  a 
major  disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Florida  resulting 
from  high  winds,  tornadoes,  heavy  rains,  and 
flooding  resulting  from  Hurricane  Eloise  be¬ 
ginning  about  September  22,  1975,  is  of  suf- 
flcient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a 
major  disaster  declaration  under  Public  Law 
93-288. 1  therefore  declare  that  such  a  major 
disaster  exists  in  the  State  of  Florida. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  imder 
Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Secretary  under  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D- 
74-285, 1  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Thomas  P. 
Credle,  HUD  Region  IV,  to  act  as  the 
Federal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this 
declared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  fpUowing 
areas  of  the  State  of  Florida  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  this  declared 
major  disaster: 

The  Counties  of : 

Bay  Walton 

Holmes  Washington 

Okaloosa 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance) 

Dated:  September  26,  1975. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

1  PR  Doc.76-26392  Filed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


(FDAA-486-DR:  NFD-300] 

PENNSYLVANIA 


Stevens,  HUD  Region  IX,  to  act  as  the 
Federal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this  de¬ 
clared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  this  de¬ 
clare  major  disaster: 


The  Counties  of 
Adams 
Berks 
Bradford 
Centre 
Clinton 
Columbia 
Cumberland 
Dauphin 
Franklin 
Fulton 
Juniata 
Lackawanna 
Lancaster 
Lebanon 
Luzerne 


Lycoming 

Mifflin 

Montour 

Northumberland 

Perry 

Potter 

Schuylkill 

Snyder 

Sullivan 

Susquehanna 

Tioga 

Union 

Wayne 

Wyoming 

York 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance) 

Dated:  September  27, 1975. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-26393  FUed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

'  [Docket  No.  27153] 

HONOLULU-VANCOUVER  ROUTE 
PROCEEDING 

Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  this  proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held 
before  ^e  Board  on  October  29,  1975,  at 
10  a.m.  (local  time) ,  in  Room  1027,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 


Monte  Lazarus 
Richard  S.  Maurer 
Adrian  M.  McDonough 
Gerard  R.  Moran 
Paul  S.  Qxilnn 
Bert  W.  Rein 
Reuben  B.  Robertson,  nz 
J.  Kerwin  Rooney 
Kelly  Rueck 
Walter  D.  Scott 
Jerrold  Scoutt,  Jr. 

Robert  B.  Shapiro 
James  Lawrence  Smith 
John  M.  Steadman  . 

Frank  M.  Wozencraft . 

The  Committee  will  disciiss  the  draft 
reports  of  its  six  subcommittees.  These 
six  subcommittees  are:  (1)  The  Board 
Members,  (2)  Staff  Organization  and 
Functions;  (3)  Formal  Proceedings,  (4) 
Informal  Matters;  (5)  International 
Matters  and  (6)  Delay.  At  the  close  of 
the  general  meeting  the  various  subcom¬ 
mittees  may  continue  to  meet. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  writ¬ 
ten  statements  concerning  the  matters 
to  be  discussed.  Oral  presentations  should 
be  requested  in  advance. 

Persons  wishing  further  information, 
or  wishing  to  make  written  or  oral  pres¬ 
entations  should  contact  Edmund  W. 
Kitch,  Executive  Director,  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  Advisory  Committee  on 
Procedural  Reforms,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428,  tele¬ 
phone  202-382-3216  or  382-7263  (ask  for 
Mr.  Campbell) . 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  by  November  7, 
1975,  in  Room  425  of  the  Universal  Build¬ 
ing,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary, 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 


Major  Disaster  and  Related  Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  by  the  President  vmder  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Delegation  of  Authority, 
Docket  No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Dis¬ 
aster  Relief  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat  143) ; 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  September 
26,  1975,  the  President  declared  a  major 
disaster  as  follows : 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  In 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
resulting  from  severe  storms,  heavy  rains, 
and  flooding  beginning  about  September  22, 
1975,  Is  of  stifflcient  severity  and  magnitude 
to  warrant  a  major  disaster  declaration 
under  Public  Law  93-288.  I  therefore  declare 
that  such  a  mqjor  disaster  exists  In  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  imder 
Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Secretary  under  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D- 
74-285,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Robert  C. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September 
29,  1975. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Park,' 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 
[FR  Doc.76-26400  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
PROCEDURAL  REFORMS 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Bosurd  Advisory  Committee  on  Procedural 
Reforms  will  be  held  at  9:30  ajn.  on  Sat¬ 
urday,  October  18,  1975,  in  Room  1027 
of  the  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washingtcm,  D.C, 

The  Advisory  Committee  was  estab¬ 
lished  to  study  the  procedural  aspects  of 
C^ivil  Aeronautics  Board  regulation,  and 
to  recommend  changes  designed  to  re¬ 
duce  cost  and  delay. 

The  members  of  the  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  are: 

Elroy  H.  Wolff,  Chairman 
Richard  J.  Barber 
Em(N*y  N.  EUls,  Jr. 

Marvin  H.  Kosters 


[FR  Doc.75-26401  FUed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

INTERNATIONAL  NUCLEAR  POWER  ' 
EXPORT  ACTIVITIES 

Determination  in  R^ard  to  Pending  Prep¬ 
aration  of  NEPA  Environmental  Statement 

On  August  3,  1974,  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  in  the  case  of  “Sierra  Club  et  al  v. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  et  al”  or¬ 
dered  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
(AEC)  to  be  the  lead  agency  in  pre¬ 
paring  an  Ekivironmental  Statement  on 
the  international  nuclear  power  export 
process.  The  Statement  was  to  be  pre¬ 
pared  in  implementation  of  AEC’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA). 

No  injunction  was  Issued  by  the  Court 
in  the  above  proceeding.  Accordingly, 
there  is  no  legal  bar  to  proceeding  with 
international  nuclear  power  export  ac¬ 
tivities  during  the  period  of  preparation 
of  the  Environmental  Statement.  Never¬ 
theless,  in  order  to  provide  as  full  and 
complete  an  analysis  as  possible,  AEC 
determined  that  an  examination  should 
be  made  as  to  whether  proceeding  with 
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the  eventual  outcome  of  the  full  NEPA 
review. 

Upon  consideration  and  bBlancing  of 
the  above  factors,  ERDA  has  determined 
that  international  nuclear  power  export 
activities  may  be  continued  during  the 
limited  period  of  the  NEPA  review. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  26th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Robert  W.  Pri, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

[FR  DOC.7&-26308  Piled  10^1-76;8:4S  am] 


international  nuclear  power  export  ac-  the  foregoing  factors,  it  published  in  the 
tivities  durii^  the  period  of  Statement  Federal  Rbcxstbi  on  April  7,  1975  (40 
preparation  would  be  consistent  with  Its  FR  15438)  its  prc^iofled  determination 
NEPA  responsibilities,  or  would  preju-  with  a  request  that  interested  persons 
dice  its  ability  to  make  an  objective  re-  desiring  to  submit  written  cfunments  or 
view  in  the  Environmental  Statement  suggestions  for  its  consideration  do  so  on 
and  take  whatever  action  might  be  ap-  or  before  May  5, 1975. 
propriate  in  light  thereof.  Comments  were  received  fr(»n  environ- 

Subsequent  to  the  Court  order  and  the  mental  groups,  industrial  organizations 
commencement  of  the  pr^iaration  of  and  other  interested  parties.  In  assessing 
this  interim  analysis,  the  Energy  Reor-  the  four  factors  enumerated  earlier  and 
ganization  Act  qf  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-438)  in  making  this  determination,  ERDA  has 
was  enacted.  This  Act,  as  effectuated  by  carefully  considered  all  comments  re- 
Executive  Order  No.  11834  (40  FR  2971) ,  ceived.  The  results  of  ERDA’s  examina- 
abolished  the  AEC  and  transferred  its  tion  of  this  matter  in  the  light  of  the 
functions  to  two  newly  created  agen-  comments  are  set  forth  in  a  document 
cies,  the  Energy  Research  and  Develop-  entitled  “Findings  Supporting  Determi- 
ment  Administration  (ERDA)  and  the  nation  Relating  to  International  Nuclear 
Nuclear  Regvilatory  Commission.  As  a  Power  Export  Activities  Pending  Prepa- 
result  of  this  reorganization.  ERDA  has  ration  of  a  section  102(2)  (C)  NEPA  En- 
assumed  AEC’s  operational  functions  vironmental  Statement.”  A  copy  of  this 
and  responsibilities,  including  the  re-  document  is  available  for  public  inspec- 
sponsibility  to  be  ^e  lead  agency  for  tion  at  ERDA’s  Public  Doctunent  Room, 
preparation  of  the  Environmental  State-  1717  H  Street  NW,,  Washington, 
ment.  In  addition,  ERDA  has  assumed  D.C.  Copies  may  be  obtained  upon 
responslbUtty  for  implementing  AEC’s  request  addressed  to  W.  H.  Pennington, 
decision  to  review  international  nuclear  Office  of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
power  export  activities  during  the  pe-  Environment  and  Safety,  U.S.  Energy 
riod  of  preparation  of  the  Environ-  Research  and  Development  Administi’a- 
mental  Statement.  Consequently,  this  tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 
interim  environmental  analysis  has  been  Based  on  the  results  of  the  foregoing 
undertaken  by  ERDA.  examination,  ERDA  has  found  that: 

’The  review  encompassed  in  the  present  1.  Continuation  of  international  nu-  graph  of  the  document  the  word  in  pa- 
document  relate  to  significant  interna-  clear  power  export  activities  during  the  rentheses  should  read  “(thonoformate)*' 
tlonal  nuclear  power  export  activities  period  of  preparation  of  the  Environ- 
conducted  between  Ju^  1,  1974,  and  mental  Statement  will  not  give  rise  to  a 
April  30,  1976.  These  activities  include  significant  adverse  environmental  impact 
the  entering  into  of  Agreements  for  in  the  United  States  or  on  the  high  seas 
Cooperation,  the  execution  of  uranium  during  the  limited  period  of  the  NEPA 
enrichment  services  contracts,  the  de-  review.  The  environmental  impacts  an- 
livery  of  special  nuclear  material  power  ticipated  to  occm  in  the  future  due  to  a 
reactor  fuel  under  previously  executed  continuation  of  such  activities  during  the 
tu'aniiun  enrichment  services  contracts,  interim  period  will  be  redressable  should 
and  the  issuance  of  export  licenses  for  the  full  NEPA  review  of  International 
power  reactors  and  special  nuclear  mate-  nuclear  power  export  activities  indicate 
rial  fuel  for  foreign  power  reactors.  that  a  different  course  of  action  is 
As  applied  to  continuation  of  the  in-  advisable, 
temational  nuclear  power  export  activi-  2.  The  ability  of  the  United  States  to 
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I.  Preliminary  Statement 

In  the  matter  of  American  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company,  charges,  reg¬ 
ulations,  classifications  and  practices  for 
voice  grade/private  line  -service  (high 
density — ^low  density)  filed  with  Trans¬ 
mittal  No.  11891,  Docket  No.  19919. 

1.  On  November  15, 1973  (39  FR  38282) 
the  American  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
Company  (AT&T  or  Bell)  filed  a  revised 
rate  structure  for  voice  grade  private  line 
service  (Series  2000  and  3000  of  the  AT&T 
Tariff  F.C.C.  No.  260)  to  depart  from  the 
nationwide  average  pricing  which  it  has 
traditionally  used  and  to  replace  it  with 
a  three-tiered  structure  based  upon  the 
facilities  installed  between  and  within 
the  points  served  and  the  length  of  the 
routing.  The  rate  structure  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed  in  detail  below.'  Following  sm  ex¬ 
change  of  pleadings,  we  designated  the 
tariff  revisions  for  hearing  in  January, 
1974  (44  F.C.C.  2d  697)  and  suspended 
their  effective  date  until  April  14,  1974. 


^  The  subject  tariff  structure  includes  sepa¬ 
rate  rates  for  “high  density.”  “low  density" 
and  “short  haul"  servloes,  as  e:q>lained  be¬ 
low.  For  conTenlence.  we  shaU  herein  refer 
to  the  entire  revised  rate  structure  as  tiie 
“Hl-Lo”  tariff. 
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At  the  request  of  several  parties,  we  asked 
AT&T  to  defer  the  tariff  revisions,  and 
they  ultimately  became  effective  on  June 
13, 1974. 

2.  By  subsequent  Memorandum  Opin¬ 
ion  and  Order,  45  F.C.C.  2d  88  (1974) ,  we 
established  the  procedures  for  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  designating  it  as  a  “paper”  hear¬ 
ing.  In  summary,  this  procedure  included 
a  direct  case  submitted  in  writing  by  each 
participant  as  well  as  written  interroga¬ 
tories  at  specified  intervals  during  the 
hearing.  AT&T  was  also  given  the  right 
to  hie  a  reply  case  following  responses  to 
all  interrogatories.  Finally,  by  Order  re¬ 
leased  October  22,  1974,  49  F.C.C.  2d  361, 
we  ordered  oral  argument  before  us  en 
banc,  which  argviment  took  place  on 
November  5, 1974.  We  noted  in  our  proce¬ 
dural  Order  in  this  Docket,’  “it  is  clear 
from  a  review  of  the  filings  received  in 
this  matter  that  the  due  and  timely  exer¬ 
cise  of  our  regulatory  functions  impera¬ 
tively  and  unavoidably  requires  that  we 
issue  a  final  decision  upon  close  of  the 
record  without  initial,  recommended,  or 
tentative  decision.” 

3.  Our  designation  Order  established 
the  following  specific  issues  for  investiga¬ 
tion,  without  limiting  in  any  way  the 
scope  of  the  proceeding:* 

1.  Whether  any  of  the  charges,  classifica¬ 
tions,  regulations,  and  practices  contained 
in  the  tariff  revisions  are  or  wUl  be  unjust  or 
unreasonable  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201(b)  of  the  Communications  Act; 

2.  Whether  such  revisions  will  make  an  un¬ 
just  or  unreasonable  discrimination  or  will 
subject  any  person  or  class  of  persons  to  un¬ 
due  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  disadvan¬ 
tage,  or  will  give  any  undue  or  unreasonable 
preference  or  advantage  to  any  person  or 
class  of  persons,  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  202(a)  of  the  Communications  Act. 

3.  Whether  such  revisions  have  been  filed 
in  full  compliance  with  section  203  of  the  Act 
governing  the  filing  of  tariff  schedules  and 
Part  61  of  the  rules  adopted  thereunder; 

4.  Whether  such  charges,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  and  classifications  are  in  conformity 
with  the  regulatory  policies  and  objectives 
adopted  by  the  Commission  in  its  Specialized 
Common  Carrier  decisions  in  Docket  18920; 

8.  Whether  such  charges,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  and  classifications  are  in  conformity 
with  such  rate-making  principles  and  guide¬ 
lines  as  may  be  adopted  by  the  Commission 
in  the  pending  Private  Line  Rate  case,  in 
Docket  18128; 

6.  Whether  such  charges,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  and  classifications  would,  if  applied  to 
the  press,  result  in  any  substantial  impair¬ 
ment  in  the  dissemination  of  news  and  in¬ 
formation  to  the  public; 

7.  Whether  the  Commission  should  pre¬ 
scribe  Just  and  reasonable  charges,  classtflca- 
tlons,  regulations,  and  practices  to  be  here¬ 
after  followed  with  reepyt  to  the  service 
governed  by  such  tariff  revisions  and,  if  so, 
the  charges,  classifications,  regulations,  and 
practices  that  should  be  prescribed. 

4.  In  addition  the  Order  set  down  cer¬ 
tain  sub-issues  for  consideration:  * 

Whether  there  is  adequate  cost  or  other 
Justification  for  either  the  substantial  in- 


>45  P.C.C.  2d  88, 90. 

>44  F.C.C.  ad  697, 701. 

*44  F.C.C.  ad  897,  699-700. 
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creases  in  charges  over  the  low-density  routes 
or  the  substantial  reductions  in  charges  over 
the  high -density  routes;  whether  or  to  what 
extent  there  will  be  any  cross-subsidy  by  the 
monopoly  services  of  the  telephone  com¬ 
panies;  whether  or  to  what  extent  any  of  the 
proposed  rates  may  be  non-compensatory  or 
may  constitute  predatory  pricing;  whether 
the  Justification  for  abandoning  nationwide 
averaging  in  the  voice-grade  private  line  serv¬ 
ices  is  based  solely  upon  cost  or  also  upon 
competitive  necessity,  and  if  based  solely 
upon  cost  whether  and  to  what  extent  na¬ 
tionwide  averaging  should  be  retained  for 
other  classes  or  sub-classes  of  services; 
whether  and  to  what  extent  the  cost  and 
marketing  studies  made  to  support  "Hi-Lo” 
are,  or  may  be,  inconsistent  with  those  placed 
in  evidence  by  the  telephone  companies  in 
Docket  18128;  whether  and  to  what  extent 
the  carriers  are  now  allocating  costs  or  using 
other  methodologies  in  determining  the  costs 
for  “Hi-Lo”  that  are  different  from  the  alloca¬ 
tion  and  methodologies  used  by  them  in 
Docket  No.  18128  fm*  the  same  services  and. 
if  there  are  differences  the  Justification  there¬ 
for;  whether  criteria  different  from  those 
used  by  AT^  in  determining  high  density 
routes  shoul'd  be  utilized;  whether,  in  the 
light  of  the  evidence  on  costs  and  other 
rate-making  factors,  some  other  rate  struc¬ 
ture  would  be  more  apprc^rlste  than  the 
proposed  •  •  •  “Hl-Lo”  sUructure  and,  if  so, 
the  nature  thereof;  whether  there  is  any  cost 
or  other  Justification  for  not  applying  the 
new  “Hi-Lo”  rates  to  end  link  voice  grade 
channel  in  TELPAK  service;  whether  the  Bell 
System  has  specific  plans  for  the  immediate 
foreseeable  futixre  to  extend  the  “Hl-Lo”  pric¬ 
ing  concept  to  other  classes  or  sub -classes  of 
service  and,  if  so,  the  nature  of  such  plans, 
whether  and  to  what  extent  there  is  cost  or 
other  Justification  for  increasing  the  number 
of  chargeable  rate  elements  from  two  to  three 
for  the  private  line  voice  grade  services  in  is¬ 
sue;  and  whether  or  to  what  extent  the  tariff 
revisions  before  lu  would  affect  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  Commission’s  regulatory 
policy  and  objective  of  full  and  fair  competi¬ 
tion  among  and  between  existing  and  new 
carriers  in  the  provision  of  specialized  com¬ 
munications  services. 

5.  Under  the  “Paper”  procedures  es¬ 
tablished  for  this  case,  as  indicated  above, 
the  record  for  decision  consists  of  AT&T’s 
original  cost  justification  filed  with  the 
subject  transmittal  pursuant  to  S  61.38 
of  our  rules  and  regulaticMis,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  plus  the  direct  cases  of  the  other 
participants,  numerous  interrogatories 
and  responses,  the  transcript  of  the  oral 
argument,  and  the’propos^  findings  of 
fact  and  conclusions  of  law  and  replies 
referred  to  herein. 

6.  Since  the  subject  rates  were  filed  and 
became  effective,  several  changes  have 
taken  place  in  the  competitive  climate  for 
private  l^e  services.  First,  most  of  the 
competitors  have  lowered  their  rates  in 
response  to  the  Hi-Lo  filing  (and  West¬ 
ern  Union  has  Instituted  its  multi-tier 
rate  structure) .  Second,  AT&T  has  raised 
most  of  its  private  line  rates.  Including 
Series  2000/3000,  by  5.1  percent^  as  indi¬ 
cated  below,  and  several  of  the  special¬ 
ized  common  carriers  (SCC^s)  responded 
with  increases  of  their  own.  Third,  we 
have  some  operational  experience  with 
the  Hi-Lo  stmcture  which  will  assist  us 
in  determining  the  validity  of  AT&T’s 
market  projections. 
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n.  Findings 

A.  BACKGROUND 

7.  Private  Line  Services,  as  offered  by 
AT&T  in  Series  2000  and  3000  of  its  Tariff 
F.C.C.  No.  260,  provide  the  subscriber 
with  direct  full-time  communications 
between  any  two  designated  locations  or 
among  several  locations.  Depending  upon 
the  terminal  equipment  installed  at  the 
customer’s  premises,  the  communications 
may  consist  of  voice,  data  or  both. 
Charges  for  private  line  services  are 
based  upon  airline  mileage  between  serv¬ 
ice  points,  upon  the  number  of  service 
points  and  upon  the  type  of  terminal 
equipment  required  and  thus  are  insen¬ 
sitive  to  usage.  Users  of  such  services  are 
generally  businesses  which  have  a  need 
for  a  high  volume  of  voice  and/or  data 
communications,  between  two  points  or 
among  several  points. 

8.  By  First  Report  and  Order  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  18920,  29  F.C.C.  2d  870  (1971), 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Special¬ 
ized  Common  Carrier  decision),  we  es¬ 
tablished  a  policy  that  the  number  of 
suppliers  of  domestic  private-  line  serv¬ 
ices  could  be  expanded  beyond  the  then 
existing  two  nationwide  carriers,  AT&T 
and  Western  Union  Telegraph  cWpany 
(Western  Union) ,  to  include  several  spe¬ 
cialized  common  carriers  (SCXTs)  offering 
a  limited  range  of  private  line  services 
and  operating  in  limited  geographical 
areas.  In  permitting  such  competition 
between  existing  and  new  carriers,  we 
stressed  “our  objective  to  promote  and 
maintain  an  envmmment  within  which 
existing  and  any  new  carriers  shall 
have  an  opportimity  to  compete  fully  and 
fairly  in  the  sale  of  specialized  services. 
Our  rate-making  and  regulatory  policies 
and  practices  will  be  ai^ropriately 
adapted  to  accomplish  this  objective.”* 

9.  In  regard  to  the  pricing  of  services 
by  existing  carriers,  we  indicated  in  the 
Specialized  Common  Carrier  decision 
that  we  saw  no  need  for  AT&T  and  West¬ 
ern  Union  to  alter  th^  price  structures 
of  monopoly  services,  such  as  message 
telecommunications  service  (MTS) ,  wide 
area  telecommunications  services 
(WATS) ,  and  public  message  telegraph, 
as  the  Specialized  Ckimmon  Carriers  do 
not  offer  such  services.  “Where  services 
may  be  in  direct  competition”,  we  stated, 
“departure  from  uniform  nationwide 
pricing  practices  may  be  in  order,  and  in 
such  circumstances  will  not  be  <^>posed 
by  the  Commissicm.”  •  It  is  under  this 
policy  that  AT&T  has  filed  the  subject 
tariff  revisions,  alleging  that  the  depar¬ 
ture  from  nationwide  averaging  in  issue 
here  is  a  reasonable  and  justified  re¬ 
sponse  which  “is  required  to  meet  chang- 
i^  market  conditions  and  the  altered 
revenue  to  cost  relationship  for  these 
services  which  arises  from  the  rapid 
changes  in  the  competitive  environment 
in  the  cixnmunicatlons  field.”  ^ 


*98  F.C.C.  3<1,870, 916. 

•  id. 

>  AT&T  Exhibit  s,p.  4. 
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10.  AT&T  further  alleges  that  this  new 
competitive  situation  renders  the  need 
for  a  response  particularly  imperative, 
since  retention  of  the  former  pricing 
structure  would  result  in  a  deterioration 
of  contribution  from  private  line  services, 
“to  the  detriment  of  the  users  of  (other 
AT&T)  services,  in  particular  the  users 
of  MTS.”»  Bell  contends  that  the  new 
carriers,  by  constructing  plant  between 
cities  with  a  relatively  high  demand, 
“can  provide  service  using  high-capacity, 
low-cost  intercity  facilities.”  »  Since  they 
have  no  obligation  to  serve  routes  with  a 
low  demand,  AT&T  believes  the  SCCs 
can  imdercut  Bell  rates  along  many 
routes,  thus  causing  a  deterioration  of 
contribution  from  AT&T  private  line 
services. 

11.  As  a  result  of  the  foregoing,  AT&T 
filed  a  three-tiered  rate  structure  de¬ 
signed  to  replace  the  pre-existing  nation¬ 
wide  structure.  The  prior  applicable 
monthly  rates  for  Series  2000  and  3000 
private  line  voice-grade  (used  for  voice 
or  data)  services,  AT&T  Tariff  P.C.C.  No. 
260,  were  as  follows : 

1.  Interexchange  channel  (IXC  per  airline 


mile) : 

1st  25 . - . $  3.00 

Next  76 _ 2.10 

Next  160 _  1.60 

Next  260  . 1.06 

Each  additional  mile _  .75 

2.  Service  terminal  (per  terminal) : 

Sh(M*t  haul  foreign  exchange 

(FX)  . . «•  10.00 

AU  other  . . 16.00 


^  The  principal  components  of  the  tariff 
imder  investigation  here  are  as  follows: 


1.  Interexchange  channel  (IXC  per  airline 
mile) : 

High  density _ $  0.85 

Low  density _  2A0 

Short  haul _  3.00 

2.  Channel  terminal  (per  terminal) : 

High  density  _ _ 36.00 

Low  density _ _ _ 16.(X) 

Short  haul _  3.00 

3.  Station  terminal; 

High  and  low  density _ $25. 00 

Short  haul  PX _ _ 10. 00 

Short  haul  non-FX . u  16. 00 


12.  High  Density  (HiD)  services  are 
defined  as  private  line  services  among 
two  or  more  HiD  rate  centers.  A  rate  cen¬ 
ter  designated  as  high  density  must  meet 
all  of  the  following  four  criteria: 


•  Id. 

•  AT^  Exhibit  3,  p.  6. 

”  SKiort  haul  rates  are  specified  in  A.T.  &  T. 
Tariff  F.C.C.  No.  260  where  the  total  inter- 
exchange  mileage  connecting  all  the  service 
points  Is  25  airline  miles  or  less. 

uQn  March  0,  1975  new  rates  for  Series 
2000/3000  went  into  effect  as  follows: 
Interchange  channel  (IXC  per 


mUe) : 

High  density . - . —  $0.89 

Low  density _  2. 63 

Short  haul -  3. 16 

Channel  terminal  (per  termi¬ 
nal)  : 

High  density _ 36.80 

Low  density _ _  16. 75 

Shmrt  ha\il _  3. 16 

Station  terminal : 

High  and  low  density _ 26. 30 

Short  haul  FX _ 10.60 

Short  haul  non-FX _ 16. 76‘ 


(1)  Must  be  served  by  at  least  one  high 
capcu:ity  facility  defined  as  a  radio,  coaxial, 
or  waveguide  system  with  capacity  of  at  least 
two  mastergroups  (1200  voice  channels)  per 
radio  channel  or  cocucial  pair  or  waveguide 
respectively. 

(2)  Must  have  multiplexing  equipment  by 
which  voice  grade  circuits  are  derived  from 
the  high  capacity  facilities  defined  in  (1) 
above. 

(3)  Must  have  access  to  all  other  high- 
density  rate  centers  in  the  interstate  network 
over  high  capacity  facilities. 

(4)  Must  have  local  distribution  facilities 
suitable  for  extending  service  to  customers’ 
premises. 

In  addition,  “Government  only’’  HID  rate 
centers  are  defined  as  those  providing  services 
only  to  the  United  States  Government  and 
meeting  criteria  1,  2  and  3  above.  Finally, 
AT&T  Identifies  as  international  boundary 
HID  rate  centers  those  transited  by  a  facility 
with  a  capacity  of  at  least  two  master-groups 
(1200  voice  channels)  and  having  access  to 
aU  Hip  rate  centers  over  high  capacity  facili¬ 
ties.  However,  International  HID  rate  centers 
are  only  pricing  points  for  services  crossing 
the  border,  so  that  no  customer  service  is 
provided  at  these  points  and  they  may  not 
be  used  as  points  of  access  Into  the  HID  net¬ 
work.  All  rate  centers  which  do  not  fit  within 
the  definition  of  a  HiD  rate  center,  a  Govern¬ 
ment-only  HID  rate  center,  or  an  Interna¬ 
tional  boundary  HiD  rate  center  are  desig¬ 
nated  Low  Density  (LoD)  rate  centers. 

13.  (jtenerally,  a  customer  requiring 
private  line  services  among  two  or  more 
LoD  rate  centers  or  between  one  or  more 
LoD  rate  centers  and  one  or  more  HiD 
rate  centers  must  pay  the  LoD  rates,  thus 
incurring  a  higher  charge  for  the  inter¬ 
exchange  channel  (IXC)  than  if  he  was 
able  to  utilize  the  HiD  network.  However, 
a  customer  in  a  LoD  location  may  access 
the  HiD  network  through  its  “HiD  hom¬ 
ing  point”  (as  specified  in  AT&T  Tariff 
P.C.C,  No.  264)  or  through  HiD  service 
point.  The  customer  must  therefore  de¬ 
termine  the  most  cost-effective  routing 
which  meets  his  requirements,  taking 
into  consideration  the  alternative  costs 
of  the  IXC,  station  terminal  and  channel 
terminal.  In  any  event,  if  the  total  IXC 
mileage  of  the  service  requested  is 
twenty-five  miles  or  less,  the  short  haul 
schedule  applies  regardless  of  whether 
the  points  served  are  HiD  or  LoD  rate 
centers. 

14.  The  subject  tariff  revisions  also  re¬ 
structure  the  rate  elements  of  private 
line  Series  2000/3000  services,  providing 
three  rate  elements  (IXC,  station  termi¬ 
nal  and  channel  terminal)  rather  than 
the  previous  two  (IXC  and  service  termi¬ 
nal),  the  effect  of  which,  according  to 
AT&T,  is  to  bring  the  Individual  rate 
elements  closer  to  the  actual  costs  of  pro¬ 
viding  each  portion  of  the  service  to  HiD, 
LoD  and  short  haul  customers.” 


”A11  rate  elements  of  the  currently  effec¬ 
tive  short  haul  tariff  were  not  Intended  to  be 
compensatory.  However,  on  August  8,  1975, 
AT&T  filed  revisions  to  Its  Tariff  F.C.C.  No. 
260  (Transmittal  No.  12387)  which  will  re¬ 
sult  in  an  increase  in  the  monthly  short  haul 
rates,  but  which  still  are  not  intended  to  be 
fully  compensatory.  AT&T  has  expressed  its 
intention  to  implement  further  tariff  revi¬ 
sions  aimed  at  making  its  short  haul  rates 
fully  compensatory. 


15.  Although  many  more  parties  filed 
notices  that  they  intended  to  participate 
in  this  proceeding,  we  received  eighteen 
filings  of  proposed  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law,”  plus  one  statement 
that  the  party  would  not  file  proposed 
findings.”  All  the  non-Bell  parties  oppose 
the  Hi-Lo  restructuring  in  whole  or  in 
part,  or  request  that  we  require  certain 
amendments  to  Bell’s  tariff  to  provide 
lower  cost  service  to  certain  entities. 
Many  of  the  principal  contentions  of  the 
parties  are  summarized  in  the  Appendix. 

In  addition,  some  of  the  arguments  are 
repeated  in  the  discussion  of  our  findings 
herein. 

16.  This  filing  is  AT&T’s  initial  rate 
response  to  specialized  carrier  competi¬ 
tion.  Upon  analysis  of  the  record  of  this 
proceeding,  we  find,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions  noted  below,  that  this  record  is  not 
sufficiently  complete  to  enable  us  to 
render  a  final  decision.  As  a  result,  it  is 
necessary  to  remand  the  case  to  the 
presiding  Judge  in  order  that  the  record 
can  be  supplemented. 

B.  DISCRIMINATION 

17.  The  instant  tariff  filing  is  unique 
in  that  AT&T  is  seeking  to  price  private 
line  service  in  such  a  way  as  to  compete 
with  the  emerging  specialized  common 
carriers  (SCCTs),  and  in  fact  we  invited 
such  a  competitive  response  in  our  Spe¬ 
cialized  Common  Carrier  decision,  supra. 
We  further  indicated  therein  our  objec¬ 
tive  to  create  an  atmosphere  in  which 
both  existing  and  new  carriers  “shall 
have  an  opportunity  to  compete  fully  and 
fairly  in  the  sale  of  specialized  services.’’ 
29  P.C.C.  2d  890,  915  (1971) .  We  reaffirm 
that  view  and  the  view  that  we  shall  not 
oppose  a  departure  from  nationwide 
price  averaging  on  the  part  of  existing 
carriers  in  response  to  direct  competition 
where  such  a  departure  is  justified.  How¬ 
ever,  in  the  light  of  our  policy  of  full  and 
fair  competition  and  the  statutory  ob¬ 
ligations  of  carriers,  we  must  make  cer¬ 
tain  the  existing  canler  has  clearly  dem¬ 
onstrated  that  any  resulting  price 
discrimination  or  preference  is  reason¬ 
able.  Therefore,  we  must  closely  examine 
the  Hi-Lo  rates  to  determine  whether 
the  structure  promotes  full  and  fair 
competition  and  whether  the  price  dis¬ 
parities  in  the  rate  structure  before  us 
constitute  “unreasonable  discrimina¬ 
tion”  in  violation  of  section  202(a)  of 


Aeronautical  Radio.  Inc.  (ARINC),  Air 
’Transport  Association  of  America  (ATA), 
American  Newspaper  Publishers  Association 
(ANPA),  AT&T,  Associated  Press  (AP),  Com¬ 
modity  News  Service  (CNS),  Data  ’Transmis¬ 
sion  Company  (Datran) ,  Dow  Jones  and  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  (Dow  Jones),  Joint  Press  Parties 
(Joint  Press),  MCI  Carriers  (MCI),  National 
Association  of  Broadcasters  (NAB) ,  National 
Data  Corporation  (National  Data),  Reuters 
Limited  (Reuters),  Rocky  Mountain  Broad¬ 
casters  Association  (RMBA),  Secretary  of 
Defense  (DOD),  Trial  Staff  of  the  Common 
Carrier  Bureau  of  the  Commission  (Trial 
Staff) ,  United  Press  International.  Inc.  (UPI) , 
and  Western  Tele-Communications,  Inc. 
(WTCI) . 

“Southern  Pacific  Communications  Com¬ 
pany  (SPCC). 
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the  Communications  Act."  We  shall  also 
examine  whether  competitive  necessity 
or  any  other  pcflicy  justifies  the  Hi-Lo 
rate  structure.  In  any  case,  in  order  Iot 
us  to  determine  that  any  discrimination 
is  reasonable,  ATIcT  must  demonstrate 
that  none  of  the  like  services  is  cross- 
subsidized  by  other  services  offered  by 
the  company."  By  the  same  token.  If 
we  are  to  find  that  a  discrimination  be¬ 
tween  different  users  is  lawful  we  must 
also  find  in  the  record  of  this  case  a 
showing  by  AT&T  that  there  will  not  be 
a  detriment  to  users  of  other  services 
offered  by  AT&T  by  virtue  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of'  the  Hi-Lo  tariff  structure." 

18.  Customers  securing  HiD,  LoD  or 
short  haul  services  all  obtain  the  same 
private  line  services,  even  though  their 
lines  may  be  routed  through  different 
facilities.  The  service  received  by  all 
Hl-Lo  users  is  identical  to  that  secured 
under  the  prior  Series  2000/3000  tariff, 
the  only  difference  being  the  rate 
charged  the  customer.  AT&T,  however, 
believes  that  HiD,  LoD  and  short  haul 
are  not  separate  but  like  services,  but 
rather  it  contends  that  they  are  ele¬ 
ments  of  the  same  Series  2000/3000  serv¬ 
ice.  Although  AT&T  puts  forth  the  argu¬ 
ment  that  each  element  of  the  service 
need  not  be  compensatory  if  the  service 
as  a  whole  is  compensatory,  we  need  not 
reach  this  question  here.  HiD,  LoD  and 
short  haul  are  each  available  to  only 
those  users  whose  communication  needs 
or  locations  served  meet  carefully  pre¬ 
scribed  characteristics.  For  example,  one 
subscribing  to  a  private  voice  grade  line 
to  serve  a  LoD  rate  center  is  required 
to  obtain  a  LoD  service  pursuant  to 
AT&T’s  tariff  (or  access  the  HiD  sys¬ 
tem  at  a  HiD  rate  center  or  “homing 
point”).  Similarly,  one  having  a  need 
for  private  line  communications  between 
two  points  twenty-five  or  fewer  miles 
apart  cannot  take  service  under  either 
HiD  or  LoD  rates,  but  must  ratlier  ac¬ 
quire  a  short  haul  service.  Each  of  these 
services  has  its  own  parameters  under 
which  a  user  becomes  eligible  to  obtain 
only  one  of  the  three  offerings  for  the 
points  involved.  By  way  of  contrast,  the 
IXC,  station  terminal  and  channel  ter¬ 
minal  are  elements  of  a  service  i^nce  the 
user  must  take  all  fr(Hn  AT&T  in  order 
to  have  full  service.  This  is  not  the  case 
with  HiD,  LoD  and  short  haul  which  are 


^AT&T  ccmtMUlft  that  the  Ixistant  rate 
structure  Is  closer  to  Its  actual  costs  than 
the  structure  It  replaces.  Since  the  cost  Justi¬ 
fication  of  the  prior  rates  is  not  before  us  In 
this  proceeding,  we  have  no  evklentiary  basis 
on  which  to  make  any  finding  as  to  the  valid¬ 
ity  of  this  contention. 

« See,  e.g.,  AT&T  (TELPAK) ,  sl  FCC  870, 
381  (Tentative  Decision,  1964);  37  F.C.C. 
1111  (Pinal  Decision,  1064)  aff’d  sum  nom 
American  Trucking  fiianciatlons,  Inc.  v. 
P.C.C.  877  P.  ad  lai  (1966),  cert,  denied  386 
n.a  943  (1967);  ITT  WorldCom  (48  KHe), 
29  PCX)  2d  403  (1971).  The  required  elements 
of  a  competitive  necessity  argument  are  set 
forth  in  AT&T  (TELPAK-sharlng) .  23  PCC 
2d  606,  613  (1970)  cmd  are  discussed  below. 

IT  AT&T  (TELPAK),  88  FCC  870,  882 
(1964);  ITT  WorldCom,  3  POC  9d  767,  789 
(1966). 


each  complete  and  self-sufficient  serv¬ 
ices.  Accordingly,  we  find  that  the  three 
differentially  priced  offerings,  HiD,  LoD 
and  short  haul,  are  s^arate  but  like 
communications  servioes  within  the 
meaning  of  section  202<a)  cff  the  Com- 
mimications  Act. 

19.  There  is,  thw^fore,  a  price  “dis¬ 
crimination”  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  202(a) .  It  remains  to  be  determined 
whether  the  record  before  us  supports  a 
finding  that  the  discrimination  is  just 
and  reasonaUe  and  therefore  not  viola¬ 
tive  of  section  202(a)  of  the  Act.  Since 
Bell  has  rdied  principally  on  its  belief 
that  cost  differentials  among  HiD,  LoD 
and  short  haul  justify  the  discrimina¬ 
tion,  we  ^all  first  examine  its  cost  jus¬ 
tification  submitted  in  the  hearing.  Sec¬ 
ond,  we  shall  di^uss  whether  competi¬ 
tive  necessity  or  some  other  policy  reason 
renders  the  discrimination  just  and  rea- 
scmable.  AT&T  has  submitted  a  consid¬ 
erable  volume  of  statistical  information 
to  back  up  its  allegaticHi  that  cost  dif¬ 
ferences  justify  the  Hi-Lo  rate  discrim¬ 
ination.  The  statistical  information  con¬ 
tains,  inter  alia,  a  three-year  projection 
of  costs  utilizing  the  long  run  incre- 
m^tal  cost  (LRIC)  methodology,  and  a 
twelve  month  historic  study  using  a  fully 
distributed  cost  (FDC)  approach  (the 
validity  of  these  methods  is  not  before 
us  in  this  case,  see  paragraph  27  below." 


^  Although  we  have  never  adopted  a  defini¬ 
tion  of  LRIC  and  FDC,  the  parties  to  Docket 
No.  16258,  phase  1-B,  stipulated  a  statement 
of  rate  making  principles  and  factors  which 
contained  the  foUowlng  language  (18  F.C.C. 
2d  761,766-7  (1969)): 

7.  Fully  distributed  cost  (f.d.c.)  studies 
contemplate  that  the  total  of  the  company’s 
interstate  recorded  costs  for  a  test  period 
will  be  allocated  among  the  various  service 
categories  in  such  a  way  that  the  costs  so 
allocated  to  each  service  will  add  up  to  the 
total  test  period  recorded  costs  of  service.  In 
a  multi-service  company  many  elements  of 
cost  will  be  common  to  two  or  more  cate¬ 
gories  of  service.  There  are  numerous  ways  in 
which  such  common  costs  might  be  allocated. 
The  need  for  Judgment  in  making  aUocatlons 
la  recognized,  b\it  the  ba^  therefOT  should 
appear. 

•  •  •  •  • 

9.  A  long-run  incremental  cost  (Iji.c.) 
study  contemplates  that  an  estimate  wlU  be 
made  of  the  fuU  amount  of  Incremental  in¬ 
vestment  and  expenses  which  would  be  in¬ 
curred  by  reason  of  furnishing  additional 
quantltiee  of  service,  whether  in  a  new  or  an 
existing  service  category.  Such  a  study  also 
contemplates  that,  for  the  particular  cate¬ 
gory  of  service,  Ijrdx.  will  be  equal  to  the  stun 
of  the  long  run  marginal  costs  of  the  added 
units  of  service.  In  a  multiservice  conqmny 
many  elements  of  cost  will  be  eommcm,  to 
two  or  more  categm^es  of  service.  A  purpose 
of  an  ljr.in.  study  is  to  determine  prospec¬ 
tively  the  effect  on  total  costs,  including  the 
effect  on  common  costs,  as  a  result  of  adding 
tmlts  of  service.  Hm  need  for  Judgment  in 
determining  the  iq>pr<q;>rUte  method  of  esti¬ 
mating  Lrlx.  Is  recognized,  but  the  basis 
therefor  should  appear. 

10.  L  J.I.C.  Aouid  be  analyzed  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  obtaining  cost  InformaUon  which 
may  be  ustful  in  determioing  rate  levels 
rates  for  the  tutore  for  eadi  eategmy  of 
service. 


20.  The  LRIC  analysis  submitted  here 
utilizes  a  marketing  study,  described  be¬ 
low,  to  determine  the  projected  demand 
for  the  sowices  and  the  anticipated 
losses  to  competitiKs.  It  also  employs  a 
computer  program  called  PLIAC  (Pri¬ 
vate  Line  Incremental  Annual  Citets), 
also  examined  below,  to  derive  the  over¬ 
all  LRIC  to  the  Bell  System  from  Series 
2000/3000  services.  Tlie  unit  LRIC  for 
each  rate  element  is  a  secmidary  deriva¬ 
tion  from  the  overall  LRIC  flgi:TO.  In  its 
FDC  approach.  Bell  applies  Methods  1-7 
(as  defined  in  our  IXx^et  No.  18128)  to 
determine,  for  a  twehw  mcmth  historic 
po'iod,  the  rate  of  return  for  the  Series 
2000/3000  services.  Hie  figures  are  de¬ 
rived  by  applying  the  revised  Hi-Lo  rates 
to  the  actual  operating  results. 

1.  Incremental  cost  justification — a. 
Market  analysts.  21.  In  support  of  Its  Hi- 
Lo  rates,  AT&T  has  submitted  substan¬ 
tial  market  data  and  estimates  of  cross- 
dasticlty  between  2000/3000  services  aiKl 
other  Bell  services  and  between  2000/ 
3000  and  the  specialized  common  car¬ 
riers’  services.  It  has  utilized  these  data 
and  estimates  to  predict  the  competitive 
impact  of  the  SCCs  upon  its  own  gross 
operating  revalues  for  1974  and  1976. 
Bell  has  also  predicted  the  total  airline 
channel  mileage  which  it  anticipated, 
with  and  without  the  presence  of  the 
SCCs,  at  the  end  of  each  of  these  years. 
We  realize  that  it  is  difficult  to  predict 
accurately  the  cfxistructioii  program  and 
the  total  revenues  of  the  SCCs  during  the 
years  subsequent  to  the  Hl-Lo  filing.  Nor 
csm  one  entirely  anticipate  the  rate 
changes  effected  by  several  of  the  com¬ 
peting  carriers  in  response  to  the  Hi-Lo 
tariff.  However,  we  bdleve  that  some  in¬ 
dication  should  be  given  of  the  bases  for 
certain  assumptiims  made  in  the  study, 
and  we  further  feel  that  the  actual  re¬ 
sults  reported  for  1974  should  have  some 
correlation  to  AT&T's  predictions. 

22.  Upon  examination  of  AT&T's  actual 
operating  revenues  at  year-end  1974,  we 
find  that  these  are  so  divergent  from 
those  AT&T  projected  that  the  subse¬ 
quent  (1976)  estimates,  based  upon  the 
same  market  criteria,  must  be  seriously 
questioned.  For  example,  AT&T  predicted 
that  its  annualized  totid  revenue  from 
Interstate  private  line  service  at  year- 
end  1974  at  the  pre-Hl-Lo  rates  would  be 
reduced  to  $783.8  million  from  $863.5 
million  because  oi  the  effect  of  SOC  com¬ 
petition  (ATkT  Exhibit  4,  pages  104-5), 
a  drop  of  approximately  $80  mtninn,  At 
Hi-Lo  rates,  the  cooiparabie  figures  are 
$803.7  million  and  $878.8  miilkm,  repre¬ 
senting  a  decline  of  am  $75  twiiunin 
Bell's  actual  results  are  far  above  its  es¬ 
timates.  Both  tile  total  1974  private  line 
interstate  revenues  and  the  comparable 
annualized  December  1974  figures  exceed 
$900  million,  which  even  exceeds  the  pro¬ 
jections  of  revenues  without  the  SCC 
competition."  Further,  whereas  AT&T 
inojected  a  loss  of  private  line  business 
to  the  SCCs  of  $75-80  million  by  year- 
end  1974,  the  SCCs’  (not  Including  satel- 


»AT&T  Uonthly  Report  lb,  December, 
1974. 
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iite  carriers)  actual  gross  operating  rev¬ 
enues  were  less  than  $7  million  from 
communications  services  during  1974.”* 

23.  By  the  same  token,  AT&T’s  predic¬ 
tions  regarding  the  loss  of  circuit  miles 
of  traffic  to  the  SCCs  have  not  been  borne 
out  in  practice,  based  upon  the  reports  of 
circuit  mileage  filed  by  the  Specialized 
Carriers  on  their  1974  Form  P  submis¬ 
sions.  In  its  market  results  (Exhibit  4,  pp. 


(b)  For  each  circuit  repressed  17%  of  the 
present  rate  circuit  charges  would  be  spent 
for  MTS  to  satisfy  minimum  communlca- 
tions  requirements. 

(c)  Where  f\ill-time  WATS  Is  an  economic 
substitute,  50%  of  the  present  rate  charges 
wo\ild  be  shifted  to  WATS  and  circuit  de¬ 
mand  wo\ild  be  repressed  as  stated  above  in 
(a)  and  (b)  to  maintain  approximately  the 
same  level  of  charges. 

26.  These  statements  imply  certain  be¬ 
havior  on  the  part  of  customers  without 
an  adequate  explanation  of  why  such 
behavior  can  be  expected.  Thus,  we  sim¬ 
ply  cannot  tell,  frc«n  the  material  pre¬ 
sented,  the  actual  cross-elastic  effects 
generated  by  the  instant  rate  structure. 
Therefore,  we  mvist  have  further  infor¬ 
mation  before  we  can  accept — or  reject — 
these  statements. 

b.  Incremental  cost  studies.  27.  AT&T 
has  presented  voluminous  data  to  sup¬ 
port  its  contention  that  Series  2000/3000 
services  in  the  aggregate  and  that  HID 
and  LoD,  and  short  haul  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  full  rate  schedule,  are  each  fully 
compensatory  given  the  projected  levels 
of  competition.  Costs  and  revenues  have 
been  projected  for  the  three-year  period 
from  the  date  of  the  initial  filing  (be¬ 
cause  of  the  litigation  referred  to  above, 
the  ultimate  filing  was  somewhat  de¬ 
layed)  ending  December  31,  1975.  These 
projections,  which  included  anticipated 


demand  and  projected  construction  of 
new  facilities,  were  based  on  long  run  in¬ 
cremental  cost  (LRIC)  studies.  Several  of 
the  parties  herein  have  questioned  the 
appropriateness  of  the  LRIC  method  as 
a  basis  for  ratemaking.  Since  this  issue 
is  before  us  in  Docket  No.  18128,  Private 
Line  Services,”  In  which  considerable 
evidence  was  submitted  on  the  subject  of 
costing  methodology,  we  shall  take  no 
position  on  the  issue  herein.  Our  deci¬ 
sion  in  the  present  case  is  subject  to 
modification  in  the  light  of  any  decision 
rendered  hi  the  Private  Line  Services 
case.  Therefore,  acceptance  herein  of  a 
LRIC  type  of  analysis  and  its  compo¬ 
nents  is  not  in  any  way  a  prejudgment 
of  our  determination  of  the  appropriate 
cost  methodology  in  Docket  No.  18128. 
AT&T  has  also  submitted  a  twelve-month 
historic  cost  study,  in  which  fully  distrib¬ 
uted  costs  were  used,  repriced  to  reflect 
the  subject  filing. 

28.  The  monthly  costs  asserted  by 
AT&T  for  each  element  of  each  of  the 
Hi-Lo  services  appear  in  the  following 
table.  The  rates  filed  were  increased  by 
5.1  percent  in  March,  1975; 


“  The  Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau,  will 
issue  a  Recommended  Decision  in  this  case 
in  the  near  future. 


LRIC  unit 

FDC  unit 

cost  (A.T.  &  T. 

cost  (A.T.  &  T. 

Rate  filed 

prop.  find. 

prop.  find. 

p.  28) 

p.  81) 

IXC — per  airline  mile: 

HiD  . 

$0.65 

$0.85 

.  SQ.M 

LoD . 

.  .78 

1.99 

2.50 

Short  haul . 

.  1.30 

3.11 

3.00 

Channel  terminal— per  terminal: 

.  19. 50 

32.00 

35.00 

HiD  . 

LoD  . 

.  15.00 

30.00 

15.00 

.  18.50 

22.00 

3.00 

Station  terminal— per  terminal: 

.  21.00 

21.00 

25.00 

inn  ftnrl  T^n  . . . 

.  20.50 

21.50 

>  10.00 

*15.00 

109-110),  AT&T  predicted  total  airline 
circuit  miles  for  all  private  line  (Tariff 
260)  services  at  year-end  1974  as  follows: 
Without  the  effect  of  SCX)  competition, 

59.879.800  miles  at  the  pre-Hi-Lo  rates, 

61.792.800  at  Hi-Lo  rates.  With  the  effect 
of  the  SCCs  considered,  55,900,500  miles 
at  pre-Hi-Lo  rates,  57,803,000  at  Hi-Lo 
rat^.  The  effect  of  SCC  ccunpetition, 
therefore,  was  set  at  3,979,300  miles  at 
pre-Hi-Lo  rates,  or  3,989,800  miles  at  Bi- 
Lo  rates.  In  fact,  the  SCCs’  Form  P  re¬ 
ports  placed  the  total  circuit  airline  miles 
at  year-end  1974  for  the  MCI  companies, 
Patran,  SPCXJ,  CIPI  and  WCTI  combined 
at  1,595,900.  We  cannot  determine  what 
percentage  of  this  SCC  total  mileage  fig- 
iu%  represents  business  taken  from  Bell 
and  what  part  is  new  customers  or  serv¬ 
ices,  but  even  if  we  assume  all  of  it  was 
taken  from  Bell,  AT&Ts  prediction  of 
SCC  mileage  was  more  than  double  that 
which  was  reported. 

24.  Therefore,  the  calendar  year  re¬ 
ports,  as  well  as  the  year-end  estimates, 
of  SCC  revenues  are  many  times  lower 
than  those  estimated  by  AT&T,  and  the 
actual  private  line  revenues  of  Bell  sub¬ 
stantially  exceed  estimates.  Further,  the 
total  see  airline  miles  were  less  than 
half  those  which  Bell  predicted  it  would 
lose  to  the  SCCs.  As  a  result,  it  is  clear 
to  us  that  the  estimates  of  the  impact  of 
the  SCCs  on  Bell  private  line  revenues 
are  in  error. 

25.  In.  addition  to  the  predicted  operat¬ 
ing  results  being  shown  to  be  contrary 
to  fact,  certain  of  the  assumptions  which 
form  the  basis  for  cross-elasticity  esti¬ 
mates  are  not  supported  in  AT&T’s  work 
papers,  leaving  us  with  no  way  of  deter¬ 
mining  their  validity.  Among  these  are 
the  differential  in  rates  between  AT&T 
and  the  SCCs  which  would  cause  a  cus¬ 
tomer  to  switch  from  Series  2000/3000 
to  the  comparable  service  of  a  competi¬ 
tor.  These  market  response  criteria  as¬ 
sume  a  step  shift,  with  a  certain  number 
of  AT&T  customers  switching  to  the 
SCCs  at  certain  percent  differentials  in 
rates.  No  reasons  are  given  for  this  pre¬ 
sumed  market  behavior.  Other  examples 
of  unsupported  market  criteria  which 
imderlle  the  study  of  cross-elasticities 
among  AT&T  services  include  the  follow¬ 
ing  (AT&T  Exhibit  4,  page  23) : 

(a)  Customers  would  repress  communica¬ 
tions  demand  to  maintain  approximately  the 
same  level  of  charges. 


“  P<x;  Form  P  filed  by  the  MCI  companies, 
Datran,  SPCC,  CPI  and  WTCI.  The  special¬ 
ized  carriers  do  not  file  monthly  reports,  and 
we  therefore  have  no  December,  1974  annual¬ 
ized  revenue  figures.  We  note,  however,  that 
SPCC  in  its  filing  of  AprU  21,  1975  in  our 
Docket  No.  20003  estimates  annualized  year- 
end  1974  revenue  for  the  SCCs  at  512  miUlon 
(page  62). 


1  ITY 

t  Noii-FX. 

29.  To  develop  the  unit  LRIC  to  the 
Bell  System  for  each  service  (HID,  LoD 
and  short  haul  and  overall) ,  AT&T  first 
calculated  the  incremental  cost  of  each 
unit  of  each  plant  category,  assuming,  in 
the  case  of  the  IXC,  full  load.  In  examin¬ 
ing  the  derivation  of  the  unit  cost  figures 
for  each  plant  category,  we  are  struck 
first  by  the  complexity  of  the  task,  espe¬ 
cially  since  AT&T  does  not  provide  a  clear 
explanation  of  its  methodology.  Although 
AT&T  provides  a  narrative  description  of 
the  process'in  its  Exhibit  6,  this  narra¬ 
tive  is  not  sufficiently  detailed  to  describe 
precisely  how,  for  example,  BeU  arrived 
at  the  figure  of  $1460  fca:  the  capacity  cost 
of  a  fully-loaded  mastergroup  mile  of 
high  capacity  high  frequency  lines 
(HCHFL) .  This,  as  will  be  seen,  is  a  key 
input  in  determining  the  HiD  IXC  incre¬ 
mental  cost.  Section  61.38(b)  requires 
working  papers  to  be  submitted  underly¬ 
ing  the  cost  and  revenue  data  supplied  in 
compliance  with  §  61.38(a).  Paragrsqdi 
(b)  further  requir^,  “(a)  clear  indica¬ 
tion  shall  be  made  as  to  how  the  working 
papers  relate  to  information  supplied  in 
response  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 


tion.”  We  find  that  the  record  as  it  exists 
is  insufficient  to  allow  us  to  draw  any 
valid  conclusions  as  to  compliance  with 
this  Section  of  our  Rules. 

30.  Of  the  three  separate  services  with¬ 
in  Series  2000/3000,  AT&T’s  own  cost  fig¬ 
ures  conclude  that  the  short  haul  rates 
are  not  compensatory  imder  the  schedule 
presently  in  effect.  The  Company,  how¬ 
ever,  has  indicated  that  at  an  unspecified 
future  date  it  will  file  a  “proposed  full 
rate  schedule.”  As  noted  above  (footnote 
12),  AT&T  has  recently  filed  a  revised 
tariff  schedule  for  short  haul  rates.  These 
new  rates  on  their  face  are  also  not  fully 
compensatory.  Bell’s  continued  justifica¬ 
tion  for  the  interim  short  haul  rates  is 
the  desire  to  ease  the  impact  of  the  rate 
increase  on  the  short  haul  customer  by 
effecting  it  in  three  steps.  We  further 
note  that  a  multi-point  customer  with  a 
segment  of  25  miles  or  less  pays  the  ap¬ 
propriate  HiD  or  LoD  rate  rather  than 
the  short  haul  rate  for  that  segment. 

31.  Although  Bell  has  used  its  proposed 
full  rate  schedule,  which  it  purports  to  be 
compensatory,  as  the  basis  for  a  nunffier 
of  calculations  in  its  work  papers,  the  Hi- 
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Lo  rate  schedule  has  been  in  effect  for 
more  than  one  year  with  the  lower,  ad¬ 
mittedly  not  compensatory,  short  haul 
rate  schedule.  As  revised.  Bell’s  short  haul 
rates  still  admittedly  will  not  be  fully 
compensatory.  Accordingly,  we  are  con¬ 
cerned  that  these  revised  rates  may  not 
be  just  and  reasonable.  We  shall  there¬ 
fore  herein  designate  this  short  haul 
tariff  revision  to  be  investigated  in  the 
reopened  hearing  in  this  proceeding.  Fur¬ 
ther,  we  are  given  no  convincing  justifi¬ 
cation  for  not  pricing  short  haul  seg¬ 
ments  of  multipoint  circuits  at  short 
haul  rates  (AT&T  simply  states,  without 
support,  in  its  reply  findings,  that  its 
costs  on  a  short  multipoint  segment  may 
be  less  than  on  a  similar  two-point  seg¬ 
ment)  .  Without  such  a  justification,  we 
can  only  conclude  that  the  discrimination 
between  short  haul  rates  for  two-point 
users  and  the  rate  for  segments  25  miles 
or  less  when  part  of  a  multipoint  network 
is  not  just  and  reasonable. 

32.  Turning  now  to  the  high  density 
(HiD)  rates,  we  have  a  number  of  prob¬ 
lems  with  the  development  of  the  IXC  in¬ 
cremental  costs  per  fully-loaded  master¬ 
group  mile  for  high  capacity  high  fre¬ 
quency  lines  (HCKFL) ,  which  make  up 
the  bulk  of  HiD  inter-city  facilities.  In 
this  develoixnent,  which  results  in  a  cost 
figure  of  $1460,  a  “capacity  cost”  con¬ 
cept  is  utilizsed.  This  approach  takes  the 
actual  incremental  cost  of  each  of  several 
plant  categories,  “getting  started”  cost 
and  cost  of  e^;>anding  capacity,  then 
combines  this  into  incremental  cost  per 
mastergroup  mile  for  each  tsrpe  of 
HCHPL,  both  microwave  radio  and 
coaxial  cable.  This  figure  is  then  divided 
into  the  projected  investment  for  each 
type  of  plant  for  each  year  of  the  five- 
year  projection  period  to  determine  the 
equivalent  number  of  mastergroup  miles 
which  this  investment  represents.  TThese 
derived  mileage  figures  and  the  projected 
investments  are  siunmed  for  each  year, 
and  a  regression  analysis  is  performed  on 
the  annual  investments  to  “smooth  out” 
the  projected  figures.  AT&T  then  calcu¬ 
lates  the  present  value,  to  1974  (the  mid¬ 
point  of  the  five-year  projection) ,  of  each 
of  these  annxial  figures,  then  sums  them 
for  the  five-year  period.  Bell  then  divides 
this  siun  by  the  sum  of  the  equivalent 
mastergroup  miles  for  the  same  period  to 
determine  the  $1460  figure  referred  to 
above.  It  justifies  the  “smootiiing  out” 
process  as  a  method  to  avoid  the  “lumpy” 
investment  curve  which  would  result 
from  the  addition  of  plant  in  one  year 
and  the  expansion  of  capacity  throiigh 
conversion  and  activation  of  vacant  plant 
in  subsequent  years.  AT&T  assumes  that 
the  costs  will  average  out  over  time,  and 
this  analysis  refiects  that  assumption- 
33.  The  record  is  incomplete  and  am¬ 
biguous  on  this  matter.  The  initial  input 
into  the  analysis,  the  cost  per  fully-load¬ 
ed  mastergroup  mile  of  each  IXC  facility 
type,  is  derived  from  Bell  System  engi¬ 
neering  studies,  but  these  studies  are  not 
in  the  record  or  otherwise  disclosed. 
Therefore,  we  have  no  way  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  validity  of,  for  example,  the  allo¬ 
cation  of  land,  buildings,  outside  plant, 
etc.  to  each  transmission  facility  and  the 
validity  of  the  derivation  of  associated 


costs.  Since  these  figures  are  crucial  to 
the  subsequent  analysis,  their  derivation 
must  be  disclosed  on  the  record.  Second, 
the  five-year  projected  investment  in 
each  facility  type  is  based  upon  AT&T 
Long  lines  construction  program  esti¬ 
mates,  presumably  derived  from  project¬ 
ed  demand  for  all  Interstate  services 
utilizing  the  common  plant.  Since  the 
projected  investment  is  siich  a  key  issue 
in  determining  the  equivalent  unit  cost 
of  the  facilities,  we  find  that  it  is  incum¬ 
bent  upon  AT&T  to  provide  us  in  this 
proceeding  with  the  demand  and  service 
estimates  from  which  these  projections 
are  derived  in  order  that  we  can  examine 
their  reasonableness.  Third,  in  analyzing 
these  unit  costs  in  order  to  derive  the 
$1460  figure  indicated  above,  AT&T  as¬ 
sumes  that  it  will  utilize  for  2000/3000 
services  Uie  mix  of  HCHFL  facilities  rep¬ 
resented  by  the  projected  investment,  but 
the  basis  for  the  assumption  is  not  ade¬ 
quately  explained  by  the  record. 

34.  Similar  problems  exist  with  the 
cost  derivation  for  low  capacity  high  fre¬ 
quency  lines  (LCHFL) ,  which  also  uses  a 
capacity  cost  approach.  Although  the 
analysis  is  not  identical  for  these  facili-. 
ties,  our  discussion  above  applies  here  as 
well,  since  the  major  inputs  into  the  ca¬ 
pacity  cost  anal3rsis  are  based  upon  un¬ 
disclosed  studies  and  unsupported  esti¬ 
mates.  N  and  T  carriers,  which  comprise 
the  LCTHFL  facilities,  are  the  principal 
plant  tsTtes  which  Bell  includes  in  its 
LoD  and  short  haul  IXC  rates  deriva¬ 
tions.  Since  it  is  the  cost  derivations  of 
these  carriers  which  are  not  explained, 
we  find  that  the  record  is  insufficient  t6 
demonstrate  the  costs  of  the  plant  which 
makes  up  the  LoD  and  short  haul  IXC 
rate  components. 

35.  Much  of  the  analysis  of  the  deri¬ 
vation  of  the  channel  terminal  rate  ele¬ 
ments  incorporates  by  reference  various 
B<^  exhibits  in  Docket  No.  18128.  The 
basic  inputs  to  these  exhibits,  incremen¬ 
tal  imit  investment  by  plant  category, 
suffer  from  the  same  inadequate  back¬ 
up  material  as  the  IXC  facility  deriva¬ 
tion  discussed  earlier.  We  believe  there 
are  further  deficiencies  with  the  station 
terminal  cost  derivation,  principally  re¬ 
garding  the  age  of  the  investment  study 
upon  which  the  costs  are  based  (1964- 
1969)  and  the  methodology  used  to  de¬ 
rive  the  cost  figures.  This  study  was  not 
submitted  as  part  of  the  orighml  tariff 
filing,  as  is  required  by  §  61.38(b),  but 
rather  was  produced  during  the  hearing 
in  response  to  interrogatories.  Although 
it  may  be  true,  as  AT&T  contends,  that 
there  is  a  time  lag  in  gathering  and  ana- 
Isrzing  the  plant  data  necessary  for  the 
development  of  a  unit  cost  of  station 
terminal  equipment,  the  1964-69  period 
is  too  ancient  to  be  acceptable  for  present 
ratemaking  purposes.  It  appears  to  us 
that  Bell  should  file  an  u^ated  study. 
More  important.  Bell  gives  us  no  expla¬ 
nation  of  the  use  of  historic  costs  in 
deriving  station  terminal  rate  element 
costs  rather  than  projected  investment, 
which  is  the  basis  of  IXC  costs.  We  are 
unable  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
1964-69  period  was  “typical”  and  could 
be  used  to  measure  accurately  the  incre¬ 
mental  investment  for  the  current  period. 


Nor  can  we  determine  on  this  record  the 
validity  of  contentions  bj  other  pcuiies 
that  the  investment  during  this  period  is 
xmusually  high.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the 
use  of  this  study  period  and  the  failure  to 
explain  why  we  should  accept  the  stated 
methodology  for  determination  of  the 
station  terminal  unit  investment  gives 
the  work  papers  submitted  in  support  of 
the  station  terminal  LRIC  limited  proba¬ 
tive  value,  and  we  therefore  find  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  seek  further  information  in  this 
regard. 

c.  Computer  model.  36.  Having  derived 
unit  incremental  costs  and  demand  and 
the  cross-elasticity  estimates  from  the 
market  study,  AT&T  employs  a  forecast¬ 
ing  model,  termed  the  Private  line  In¬ 
cremental 'Annual  Cost  model  (PLIAC), 
to  determine  the  incr^ental  cost  to  the 
Bell  System  of  Series  2000/3000  services 
imder  the  Hi-Lo  rate  structure.  Hie  in¬ 
formation  supplied  in  the  filing  regard¬ 
ing  the  PLIAC  model  is  limited,  consist¬ 
ing  primarily  of  a  fiow  chart,  the  print¬ 
out  of  a  computer  program,  and  a  brief 
narrative  description.  Further,  the  source 
of  a  number  of  the  input  assumptions  is 
not  disclosed.  For  example,  the  route-to- 
air  ratio  for  each  of  ten  mileage  bands 
used  by  AT&T  in  its  rate  calculation  is 
stated  but  the  derivation  is  not  disclosed 
on  the  record.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to 
assess  the  effect,  if  any,  on  AT&T’s  in¬ 
cremental  cost  if  this  ratio  differs  from 
that  supplied  in  the  record.  More  impor¬ 
tant,  perhaps,  is  BeU’s  assumed  75  per¬ 
cent  fill  of  all  interexchange  facilities. 
Although  it  may  be  true,  as  AT&T  states, 
that  the  effect  of  even  a  10  percent  error 
in  this  overall  estimate  is  de  minimus. 
we  believe  that  the  actual  cost  associated 
with  facility  fill  can  be  determined  only 
upon  submission  of  the  actual  fill  of  each 
IXC  facility  type.  For  example,  a  high 
fill  factor  in  low  unit  cost  facilities  bal¬ 
anced  by  a  low  fill  in  high  unit  cost  chan¬ 
nels  will  produce  a  different  cost  to 
AT&T  than  if  all  facilities  are  equally 
filled.  Without  proof  of  the  actual  fat^ty 
fill  we  cannot  make  a  finding  that  the 
AT&T  estimates  are  valid  or  invalid. 

37.  into  PLIAC  as  well  go  asstunptlons 
concerning  facility  mix.  AT&T  assumes 
a  mix  of  IXC  plant  for  Series  2000/3000 
based  upon  its  projected  incremental 
plant  investment  (see  paragraph  29 
above).  This,  however,  consists  of  plant 
utilized  for  all  interstate  services,  not 
just  private  line.  AT&T  has  not  shown 
that  private  line  services  will  in  fact 
utilize  the  stated  mix  of  facilities.  Bell 
also  predicts  that  7  percent  of  its  users 
who  are  now  in  LoD  areas  will  require  re¬ 
routing  as  a  result  of  this  filing.  No  back¬ 
up  is  given  for  this  estimate  and  we  can¬ 
not  assume  that  the  costs  of  such  re¬ 
routing  are  included  in  the  inputs  into 
PLIAC.  Nor  can  we  assmne  that  there  are 
no  costs,  nor  minimal  costs,  associated 
with  preferential  routing  of  HiD  services 
over  high  capacity  facilities.” 


that  regard,  we  are  unable  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  and  to  what  extent  the  prefer¬ 
ential  routing  of  private  line  meesagee  will 
cause  the  diversion  of  MTS  and  WATS  to 
higher  unit  cost  facilities,  thus  increasing 
the  LRIC  for  these  services. 
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38.  As  Indicated,  tine  record  evidence  earnings  to  net  Investment)  for  the  agr  forward  the  results  of  previous  studies 

n  the  FUAC  model  is  insufficient  to  per-  gregate  Series  2000/3000  services  un^r  performed  for  the'  years  1970  and  1971. 
nit  an  analysis  of  its  validity.  The  record  the  pre-Hi-Lo  rates  and  under  ttie  HI-  47.  The  record  thus  traces,  to  an  ex- 
loes  not  Indicate  the  manner  in  which  Lo.  tariff  with  the  prcgxKed  fun  rate  tent,  the  manner  in  which  .the  compo- 
he  calculations  are  performed  within  schedule  for  short  hauL  Revenues,  ex-  nents  of  total  plant  Investment  ft.Tin<vfl.hiP 
he  model  or  how  the  various  ratios  and  penses,  investments  and  earnings  ratios  to  the  composite  Hl-Lo  service  were  ob- 
lata  items  are  obtained.  A  second  model  are  calculated  under  FDC  Methods  1-7.  tained.  The  record  does  not  indicate, 
nvolved  in  the  Hi-Lo  analysis,  the  In-  Earnings  ratios  (rateaof  return)  under  however,  any  of  the  following:  (a)  The 
iremental  Network  Cost  (INC)  model,  the  prior  rate  scheduled  ranged  from  amount  of  investment  allocable  to  the 
vhich  derives  incremental  costs  for  MTS  6.4  percent  (Method  1)  to  18.4  Ijercent  HiD,  LoD  and  short  haul  services,  (b)  the 
ind  WATS  is  more  completely  described  (Method  3) .  Under  the  Hl-Lo  tariff  these  nature  of  the  facilities  pertaining  to 
ind  explained  in  AT&T  Exhibit  14.  This  ratios  vary  from  8.5  percent  (Method  1)  these  services,  and  (c)  whether  there  is 
sxhibit  consists  of  an  extensive  narra-  to  22.1  percent  (Method  3) .  For  the  year  indeed  any  correlation  between  the 
Ive,  flow  charts,  formulas  and  diagrams  ending  August  31,  1972,  the  total  Bell  routes  assigned  to  the  HiD,  LoD  and  short 
ixiflaining  in  detail  the  inputs,  method-  System  interstate  rate  of  return  was  7.7  haul  services  and  the  av^age  invest- 
>logy,  justification  and  outputs  of  the  percent.  ments  associated  with  them. 

NC  modeL  By  contrast,  the  section  of  43.  The  FDC  analysis  flled  in  this  pro-  48.  The  revenue  data  for  the  required 
exhibit  6  describing  PLIAC  contains  a  ceeding  is  based  upon  an  updating  of  a  historical  cost  of  service  study  were  de- 
low  chart  showing  the  categories  of  in-  previously  submitted  embedded  cost  rived  from  Interstate  Monthly  Report  No. 
mts  used  and  the  outputs  derived  and  a  study  (Bell  Exhibit  T-9;  FCC  Docket  1  statistics,  for  the  year  ending  August  31, 
loinparatively  brief  narrative.  The  No.  18128)  which  covert  the  twelve-  1972,  after  removing  the  components  due 
>LIAC  narrative  describes  the  gross  logic  month  period  ending  Jifly  31,  1971.  In  to  Series  8000  and  11,000  services.  Allo- 
►f  the  computational  pr(x:ess  whereby  general,  the  amounts  of  Investment,  rev-  cations  were  then  made  separately  for 
nput  parameters  (e.g.,  circuit  demand)  oiues,  and  expenses  allocated  to  the  Hi-  TELPAK  connected  and  non-connected. 
ire  converted  into  incremental  require-  Lo  services  were  not  derived  from  an  The  record  does  not  indicate  that  any 
nents  of  specifle  quantities  of  physical  analysis  per  se  of  historical  data  pertain-  consideration  was  given  to 
)lant  What  are  missing  are  the  various  ing  to  the  year  raiding  August  31,  1972,  pertaining  to:  (a)  Curtailment  of  de- 
lumerical  conversion  factors  and  rela-  but  rather  from  the  extrapolation  of  the  mand  for  the  higher  priced  LoD  serv- 
ionships  which  are  necessary  to  accom-  data  in  the  earlier  study.  ices,  (b)  increase  in  demand  under  the 

ilish  this  conversion  process.  Neither  the  44.  For  example,  the  derivation  of  the  reduced  ttid  rates,  or  (c)  cross-elastici- 

ipecific  parameters  of  the  conversion  telephone  plant  in  service  investment  al-  ties  with  respect  to  MTS,  WATS  «^r>H 
process  nor  many  of  the  humerical  inputs  locable  to  the  new  service  was  determined  other  Bell  services, 
jr  their  derivation  are  disclosed  in  the  (Bell  Exhibit  12,  Section  A— Cost  of  49.  To  obtain  the  operating  expense 
AT&T  exhibits.  Service  Study)  by  trending  forward  the  data  for  the  cost  of  service  study  required 

39.  Thus,  we  are  left  with  a  framework,  total  interstate  amoimts  for  27  individual  in  this  proceeding  the  results  of  a'1971 

some  numerical  inputs,  and  the  outputs,  plant  elranents  in  that  account.  For  the  AT&T  cost  of  service  study  were  trended 
of  the  model,  without  the  bridge  which  Direct  Distance  Dialing  (DDD)  plant,  forward  in  accordance  ^th  the  overall 
would  permit  us  to  analyze  these  outputs,  extrapolations  were  linked  to  the  average  growth  achieved  by  the  totality  of  private 
The  same  can  be  said  concerning  the  investments  in  message  circuit  plant  by  iin«>  services.  The  overall  interstate  level 
ultimate  calculation  of  incremental  an-  the  AT&T  Long  Lines  Department  and  of  expense  for  the  year  ending  August  31, 
nual  costs:  we  are  given  a  structmal  the  Associated  Companies.  For  the  non-  1972  was  obtained  from  separatiems  data 
flow  chart  but  not  the  actual  calculations  DDD  service  categories,  extrapolations  and  normal  internal  accounting  reports 
nor  the  documentation  of  certain  Inputs,  were  linked  to  changes  in  service  reve-  maintained  by  the  AT&T  Long  Lines  a-nd 
eug.,  the  maintenance  expense  to  invest-  nues  which  took  place  during  the  study  General  Departments.  Fourteen  expense 
ment  ratio  for  IXC  central  office  circuit  period.  categories  are  cited  by  Bell.  Although  ex- 

and  radio  equipment  and  IXC  outside  45^  Similarly,  allocations  of  a  portion  penses  were  allocated  to  all  Hi-Lo  serv- 

plant.  The  same  is  true  with  other  ele-  of  the  total  Private  Line  Telephone  cate-  ices  collectively,  the  record  does  not  in- 
ments  of  the  cost  calculations.  goiy  plant  to  Sraries  2000/3000  (TELPAK  dicate  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to 

40.  The  result  is  that,  in  regard  to  the  and  non-TELPAK  connected)  wrare  done  further  allocate  these  to  the  HID,  LoD 

PLIAC  model,  we  require  fxirther  in-  by  reducing  the  other  intrarracchange  and  short  haul  portions  separately.  This 
formation  concerning  all  the  inputs  and  (IX)  plant  by  the  amounts  to  nminaion  is  particTilarly  signifleant  since 

processes  used  in  connectiem  with  the  Series  8000  a-rid  11,000  (other  judvate  the  issue  we  must  decide  is  whether  or 
model.*  iinf»  services  in  AT&T  Tariff  F.C.C.  No.  not  there  is  a  reasonable  discrimination 

2.  Embedded  cost  justification.  41.  We  260) ,  and  trending  the  remaindra:  for-  among  the  HiD.  LoD  and  short  haul 
now  turn  to  AT&T’s  fully  distributed  cost  ward,  based  upon  the  growth  in  gross  rates.' 

of  service  (FDC)  study  and  the  embedded  (H>era.ting  revenues.  IX  equipment  chan-  50.  There  are  several  uncertainties 
costs,  by  rate  tiemrait,  stated  therein,  nel  and  service  terminal  investments  for  associated  with  the  validity  of  the 
In  purported  compliance  with  §§61.38  the  total  2000, 3000  and  4000  Series  (Tar-  expense  and  Investment  data  flled 
and  1.363  of  our  rules.  Bell  has  flled  iff  260)  were  determined  by  trending  in  support  of  the  historical  cost 
a  cost  of  srarvice  study,  acemnpanied  by  forward  unit  costs  detramlned  in  a  1969  of  service  study.  These  arise  fitnn 
work  papers,  intended  to  compr^end  study  (“Fully  Distributed  Embedded  Cost  a  concern  with  methodologies  employed 
the  most  recent  twelve-month  period  Study  for  Bell  Systran  Interstate  Serv-  and  from  ambiguities  and  omissions  in 
lurior  to  the  tariff  flling  (Bell  E^diibits  ices — ^AnnuEdized  as  of  Late  1969,”  flled  the  explanations  and  working  papers  flled 
11  and  12) .  Additionally,  in  response  to  with  the  Commission,  Beptembra:,  1970)  in  Bell  Exhibits  11  and  12.  For  example, 
interrogatories  by  the  newswlre  services  based  on  telQ)hone  service  IX  circuit  the  historical  data  cmceming  invest- 
and  the  Trial  Staff,  Bell  has  sulxnitted  equiixnent  investment.  ments  and  expenses  are  for  the  year  end- 

the  results  and  the  methodology  (ff  em-  4^.  Allocations  ot  total  IX  i^ant  to  ing  August  31,  1972.  but  these  data  are 
bedded  cost  studies  pertaining  to  the  nine  Srades  2000>^000  (TELPAK  and  iK>n-  extrapolations  of  results  from  a  previous 
rate  dements  of  the  Hi-Lp  tariff.  The  telpAK  Connected)  for  the  August  81,  study  covering  the  year  ending  July  1971, 
twdve-month  period  ending  August  31,  1972  period  wrae  then  made  by  dividing  which  is,  in  turn,  based  on  results  of  a 
1972  was  sdected  for  these  analyses.  the  investments,  trended  feurward  from  study  covering  the  year  1969.  They  do 

42.  The  Bell  cost  of  sravice  study  cites  the  1969  study,  in  accordance  with  the  net,  thrarefore,  represent  a  reasonably 
ccxnputed  earnings  ratios  (net  operating  respective  billing  miles  in  service,  as  de-  current  or  accurate  determination  of  em- 


*■  See  i  1.S8S  of  our  niles  In  which  is  listed 
the  nurterlal  which  must  eecompany  an 
statlstleal  studies. 
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rience  to  arrive  at  data  representing  the 
year  ending  August  31,  1972.  The  meth¬ 
odology  by  which  these  extrapolations 
are  performed  is  documented  by  general 
textual  descriptions  which  appear  out¬ 
wardly  reasonable.  We  do  not,  however, 
have  any  quantitative  demonstrations  by 
Bell  that  the  assumptions  underlying  the 
extrapolation  philosophy  are  indeed  rea¬ 
sonable  or  that  the  source  data  upon 
which  the  extrapolations  are  based  have 
themselves  been  accurately  derived,  or 
that  the  computations  have  been  properly 
performed.  We  are  particularly  con¬ 
cerned  about  these  on^ions  in  view  of 
the  established  inaccuracies  in  AT&T’s 
predictions  as  to  its  private  line  revenues 
and  those  of  the  SCCs  (see  paragraph  22 
above) . 

51.  The  computation  of  the  values  of 
the  Interstate  earnings  ratios  (as  well 
as  the  computation  of  intermediate  re¬ 
sults)  has  been  performed  by  a  computer 
program  operating  on  the  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Mark  I  time  sharing  system.  A  listing . 
of  computer  program  instructions  in  the 
language  of  that  computer  system  is  sub¬ 
mitted  as  part  of  the  working  papers. 
These  are  accompanied  by  a  series  of 
computer  printouts  and  manually  de¬ 
rived  tabular  displays.  There  are  no  tex¬ 
tual  descriptions  or  flow  charts  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  processing  algorithm  of  the 
computer  program  (such  as  certain 
trending  and  summation  operations)  is 
logically  correct,  or,  if  logically  correct, 
that  the  programming  has  been  correctly 
Implemented.  There  are  no  textual  de¬ 
scriptions  or'data  tables  to  indicate  how 
the  computer  nins  were  Initialized,  or 
vhat  these  initial  data  were.  Finally, 
there  are  no  Indications  that  any  attempt 
was  made  to  test  the  sensitivity  of  the 
calculated  outputs  to  any  changes  in  as¬ 
sumptions  related  to,  for  example,  trend¬ 
ing  formulas,  facilities  mixes  or  the 
changes  in  the  estimates  of  specific 
parameters. 

52.  Due  to  these  considerations,  we  have 
no  way  of  Judging  whether  the  invest¬ 
ments  and  expenses  allocated  to  the  Hi- 
Lo  services  have  been  correctly  derived. 
Even  If  these  allocations  were  correctly 
made,  we  have  a  further  difficulty. 
Namely,  we  are  given  the  results  for  the 
aggregate  Hl-Lo  service,  but  we  have  no 
Information  that  allows  us  to  determine, 
on  a  disaggregated  basis,  tiie  facilities 
mixes,  investments  and  expenses  asso¬ 
ciated  with  HID,  LoD  and  short  haul 
utilization  separately.  Lacking  this  in¬ 
formation  we  cannot  determine  from  the 
informaticm  sui^lied  whether  or  to  vdiat 
extent  any  of  the  proposed  rates  for  each 
service  may  be  non-compensatory  or  may 
include  internal  cross-subsidies. 

53.  We  fmther  have  difficulty  with  the 
treatment  of  the  effects  of  the  new  rate 
structure  upon  the  carrier’s  revenues 
from  the  Series  2000/3000  services  or 
upon  the  revenues  from  other  service 
classifications,  as  required  by  §  61.38(a) 
(il)  of  our  rules.  A  so-called  reprice 
model,  which  assiunes  no  change  in  de¬ 
mand,  cannot  give  an  adequate  indica¬ 
tion  of  the  resultant  net  effect  upon 
AT&T  of  the  new  rate  structure  or 
whether  or  to  what  extent  the  repriced 


services  will  be  subsidized  by  other  Bell 
services.  ’This  approach  is  particularly 
inadequate  where  the  proposed  rate 
structure  applies  to  a  comp^itive  serv¬ 
ice,  as  the  effect  of  the  repricing  on  cross- 
elasticities  with  services  of  other  carriers 
has  not  been  considered.  In  response  to 
interrogatories,  BeU  has  submitted  a  de¬ 
termination  of  the  imit  embedded  costs 
for  each  of  the  nine  rate  elements  in 
the  Hi-Lo  tariff  (see  paragraph  28 
above) .  Even  if  we  assume  that  the  rate 
element  embedded  costs  are  accurately 
derived,  we  cannot,  absent  a  study  of 
cross-elasticities,  totally  accept  any 
claims  that  the  discrimination  in  the 
tariff  is  justified  merely  because  rate  ele¬ 
ment  charges  exceed  these  costs.  To  com¬ 
pare  charges  to  costs  in  this  manner  is 
to  measure  the  result  of  a  hypothetical 
transaction,  the  result  of  which  is  of  little 
value  in  predicting  the  total  effect  of  the 
new  rate  structure  upon  the  Bell  System. 

3.  Competitive  necessity.  54.  We  now 
turn  to  the  issue  of  whether  Bell  has 
shown  the  existence  of  competitive  ne¬ 
cessity  such  as  might  xmder  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances  justify  the  rate  structure.  We 
note  that  AT&T  does  not  purport  to  rely 
on  competitive  necessity  to  support  its 
rates;  rather  it  terms  Hi-Lo  a  competitive 
response  ta  the  threat  of  SCC  ccunpeti- 
tion.  Having  found  the  record  to  be  in¬ 
adequate,  however,  it  is  incmnbent  upon 
us  to  qxamine  the  elements  of  competi¬ 
tive  necessity  to  determine  if  a  sufficient 
showing  was  made. 

55.  We  have  addressed  the  question  of 
competitive  necessity  in  our  ’TELPAK- 
Sharing  decision,  supra,  and  therein  set 
forth  the  criteria  which  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  that  case  we  found  must 
be  met  by  a  carrier  to  justify  a  com¬ 
petitive  necessity  argument.  ’These  are:  “ 

(1)  That  those  benefiting  from  the  dis¬ 
crimination  have  an  alternative  of  satisfying 
their  commimications  requirements  frcnn  a 
substitute  so\irce  of  supply  and  that  they 
wlU  shift  to  the  substitute  source  unless  the 
discrimination  is  maintained; 

(2)  That  the  discriminatory  rate  or  prefer¬ 
ence  is  j\ist  sufficient  to  retain  the  business 
which  would  otherwise  be  lost; 

(3)  That  ^e  discrimination  benefits  the 
users  of  the  companies’  services  who  are  dis¬ 
criminated  against,  i.e.,  charges  to  other  users 
are  lower  because  ot  the  dlscrimlnattMy  rate 
than  they  would  be  without  such  rates. 

56.  Along  many  of  the  HID  routes 
there  is  present  or  potential  competition 
from  the  SCCs  and  therefore  the  custom¬ 
ers  who  have  communications  require¬ 
ments  on  those  routes  have  an  alterna¬ 
tive  source.  However,  as  indicated  above 
(paragraph  25),  the  market  aiudysis 
which  Bell  submitted  herein  does  not  jus¬ 
tify  the  contention  that  any  significant 
number  of  such  customers  will  shift  to 
the  SCCs  unless  the  discrimination  is 
maintained,  ’nils  market  analysis  has 
been  shown  to  contain  some  unsupported 
assumptions,  and  the  actual  1974  oper¬ 
ating  results  for  both  AT&T  and  the 
SCCs  indicate  that  Bell’s  market  esti¬ 
mates  of  loss  of  private  line  business  are 


■•23  P.C.C.  2d  608,  613  (1970);  rov’d,  on 
other  grounds,  449  F.  2d  439  (1971). 


vastly  overstated.  For  example,  the  ac¬ 
tual  gross  (Hierating  revenue  of  the  SCCs 
for  1974  was  under  $7  million,  compared 
to  the  $75-80  million  predicted  by  AT&T; 
and  tile  air  mileage  of  plant  in  service  by 
the  SCCTs  was  less  than  half  that  which 
AT&T  predicted  it  would  lose  as  a  result 
of  SCC  competitive  impact.  Therefore, 
we  find  that  there  is  no  showing  as  to 
the  number  of  users  who  will  shift  to 
SCC  service  if  the  disorimination  were 
not  maintained.  Regrarding  the  second 
criterion  set  forth  in  ’TELPAK-Sharing, 
since  we  are  unable  to  determine  from 
the  record  what  business  would  be  lost 
imder  the  prior  (nationwide-averaged) 
rates,  we  cannot  say  whether  the  Hi-Lo 
tariff  rates  are  just  sufficient  to  retain 
the  business  which  would  be  lost.  Finally, 
because  of  the  above-noted  flaws  in  the 
market  analysis,  we  cannot  ascertain 
whether  the  subject  rates  will  produce  a 
greater  or  lesser  contribution  to  other 
services  than  the  prior  rates  and  thereby 
benefit  users  of  such  services.  ’Therefore, 
without  reaching  the  question  of  whether 
the  present  situation  is  parallel  to  the 
’TELPAK-Sharing  case,  we  find  that 
these  elements  of  competitive  necessity 
are  not  shown  in  the  record  before  us. 

'  57.  Although  we  have  held  that  a  dif¬ 
ferential  in  costs  and  a  showing  of  com¬ 
petitive  necessity  can  justify  a  discrim¬ 
ination  in  rates,  we  do  not  preclude  a 
carrier  from  presenting  another  public 
interest  reason  which  would  render  a  dis¬ 
crimination  just  and  reasonable.  How¬ 
ever,  no  policy  reason  was  shown  here 
and  we  can  infer  none  from  the  record 
facts. 

C.  OTHER  SIGNIFICANT  ISSUES 

1.  TELPAK  end  links.  58.  Having 
foxmd  the  record  inadequate  on  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  Hi-Lo  rates  we  shall  now 
consider  several  of  the  other  tariff  pro¬ 
visions  placed  in  issue  in  the  instant 
case.  As  a  result  of  the  Hl-Lo  rates  of 
AT&T,  several  of  the  newswlre  services 
have  transferred  their  teleprinter  net¬ 
works  from  Series  2000/3000  to  TELPAK, 
Sertes  5000,  service  since  the  total  cost 
of  supplying  their  service  requirements 
imder  this  series  was  found  to  be  lower. 
This  is  due  to  a  provision  in  the  'TELPAK 
tariff  permitting  the  subscriber  to  secure 
a  short  length  bulk  (60  or  more  voice 
grade  channels)  segment,  then  to  extend 
telegraph  grade  service,  for  example, 
throughout  the  country  through  the  pro¬ 
vision  by  Bell  of  TELPAK  “end  links” — 
subdivldable  voice  grade  circuits — cover¬ 
ing  thousands  of  channel  miles.  There  is 
no  tariff  restriction  on  the  permissible 
end  link  mileage  for  any  TELPAK  seg¬ 
ment.  Since  the  end  links  are  tariffed  at 
rates  similar  to  the  prior  (pre-Hl-Lo) 
Series  2000/3000  rates,  multipoint  users 
having  a  need  for  a  number  of  LoD  seg¬ 
ments.  such  as  tile  newswire  services, 
could  determine  that  this  “TELPAK  ex¬ 
ception”  offers  a  service  which  meets 
their  requirements  at  a  lower  cost  than 
would  a  similar  service  under  the  Hi-Lo 
rates  for  Series  2000/3000.  It  appears  to 
us,  however,  that  this  TELPAK  end  link 
exception  constitutes  a  like  ccunmunica- 
tions  service  with  voice  grade  2000/3000 
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service,  although  at  different  rates.  ATtT 
provides  no  justification  for  such  a  dis¬ 
crimination.  and  we  are  not  convinced 
that  the  discrimination  should  be  main¬ 
tained  on  the  groimds  of  the  alleged  im¬ 
pairment  in  the  dissemination  of  the 
news  (see  below) .  We  note  that  the  en¬ 
tire  TELPAK  offering  was  foimd  Justified 
on  the  basis  of  competitive  necessity." 
However,  since  end  links  were  then  tar¬ 
iffed  at  the  same  rate  as  Series  2000/. 
3000  services,  we  did  not  reach  the  dis¬ 
crimination  question  now  before  us.  With 
the  present  rate  differential,  we  find  the 
TELPAK  end  linics  axe  d  l&e  commimica- 
tions  service  with  Series  2000/3000  serv¬ 
ices  and  are  tmreasonably  and  unjustly 
priced  at  a  different  rate.  We  find  this 
discrimination  unlawful  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  202(a)  of  the  Communications  Act. 

59.  In  support  of  its  request  to  retain 
this  exception,  or  at  least  to  prescribe  re- 
tenticm  of  these  rates  as  a  separate  class 
of  press  service,  the  newswire  services 
and  the  broadcasters  allege  that  many 
small  newspapers  and  radio  stations  will 
reduce  or  ^Uminate  their  wireservice  sub¬ 
scriptions  as  a  result  of  the  Hi-Lo  rates 
(assuming  that  the  cost  of  the  wireservice 
to  the  subscriber  will  increase  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  the  increased  transmission  fa¬ 
cility  costs)."  However,  they  submit  no 
hard  evidence  that  any  subscribers  would 
in  f tkct,  canceL  The  only  survey  submitted 
was  admittedly  biased."  Although  we 
cannot  find  at  this  time  that  some  pref¬ 
erential  press  irates  would  not  be  a  jtist 
and  reasonable  classification  pursuant  to 
section  201(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act,  we  shall,  by  separate  order,  initiate 
an  investigation  into  the  need  for  pref- 
erenticd  press  rates  for  private  line  serv¬ 
ices. 

2.  Simplex  service.  SO.  The  newswire 
services  also  suggest  tlmt  we  should  pre¬ 
scribe  lower  rate  simplex  or  half -duplex 
service  within  S^les  20Q6/3000,  as  they 
generally  have  use  for  communications 
private  fine  smviees  in  oi^  one  direction. 
ATAT  does  not  dispute  the  needs  of  the 
press  but  states  that  it  gaierally  has  no 
market  for  the  return  paths,  and  that 
therefore  its  cost  of  providing  a  simplex 
and  full  duplex  service  is  the  same.  Since 
many  of  the  aorvice  points  in  question 
axe  relativdy  small  cities  and  towns  f  ran 
vdiich  there  is  little  private  line  tele¬ 
graph  traffic,  we  find  that  the  cost  to  Bell 
of  offering  simplex  service  as  discussed 
above  does  not  £q)preelably  differ  from  its 
cost  of  offering  full  duplex  service,  and 
therefore  that  there  is  no  basis  for  the 
requested  rate  differential. 

HL  COVtCLUSIONS 

61.  We  have  noted  in  the  above  find¬ 
ings  those  areas  in  which  the  record  is 


*■  Aiar  (TELPAK) .  siqm,  note  IS. 

»Tb*  alliaged  financial  impact  of  the  Hl-Lo 
rates  on  ths  newswire  serrioes  is  summariaecl 
in  tbs  Appendix,  paragraph  5. 

a  This  survey  was  submitted  by  the  NAB 
and  consists  of  a  poll  of  a  sample  of  radio 
stations.  The  stations  were  told  the  purpose 
of  tbs  survey,  and  tbs  NAB  Osnsral  Counad 
admitted  at  tbs  otal  argunient  that  this  fact 
may  have  biased  the  results  (Transcript,  p. 
150). 


inadequate  to  sustain  a  final  decision 
either  to  approve,  or  to  reject  decisively 
ATItT’s  first  attempted  depcuture  from 
uniform  average  pricing.  As  further  guid¬ 
ance  to  tile  parties  to  this  case  in  aug¬ 
menting  the  record,  we  are  'providing 
below  a  summary  of  the  principal  defi¬ 
ciencies  in  the  record  and  an  outline  of 
the  showing  which  must  be  made  in  or¬ 
der  that  we  might  render  a  final  ruling. 
In  addition,  since  the  Hi-Lo  tariff  has 
been  in  effect  for  more  than  one  year, 
we  expect  evidence  to  be  submitted  by 
AT&T  giving  the  results  of  this  opera¬ 
tional  experience  on  a  fully  distributed 
cost  basis  (method  1)  and  also  on  an  in¬ 
cremental  cost  basis — allocating  costs  as 
in  AT&T's  LRIC  method  but  using  retro¬ 
spective,  in  lieu  of  prospective,  data 
where  such  data  are  available.  We  also 
anticipate  that  the  competing  special¬ 
ized  common  carriers  will  submit  detailed 
reports  of  their  own  operating  experi¬ 
ence  during  the  period  in  which  the  Hl- 
Lo  tariff  has  been^  effect  in  order  that 
we  may  analyze  the  actual  competitive 
effects  of  the  tariff  schedule. 

62.  Although  we  are  reopening  the  rec¬ 
ord  to  receive  further  evidence  regarding 
the  Hi-Lo  rate  structure,  the  present  rec¬ 
ord  is  sufficient  to  allow  us  to  rule  de¬ 
cisively  upon  several  of  the  sub-issues  In 
this  case.  We  have  found  that  the  TEL 
PAK  end  link  tariff  provision,  as  uti¬ 
lized  by  the  newswire  services  and  other 
multipoint  private  line  users,  is  a  like 
service  to  Series  2000/3600,  unlawfully 
priced  at  a  different  rate  from  Hi-Lo,  in 
violation  of  section  202(a)  of  the  Act. 
As  a  result,  we  are  herein  requiring 
AT&T  to  remove  the  unlawfxil  discrimi¬ 
nation,  by  tariff  filing,  within  thirty  da3rs 
of  the  release  of  this  Order,  In  order  to 
determine  if  the  dissemination  of  the 
news  is  impaired  by  the  various  increases 
in  charges  for  private  Ime  services  ex¬ 
perienced  by  the  press  in  recent  years, 
we  shall  shortly  institute  a  separate  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  need  for  preferential 
press  rates  for  these  services. 

63.  We  have  also  foucod  that  AT&T  has 
not  Justified  the  offering  of  simi^x 
half -duplex  service  at  reduced  rates,  and 
we  Shan  therefore  take  no  further  evi- 
deoice  regarding  this  Issoe. 

64.  Finally,  we  have  found  that  the 
“interim”  short  haul  rate  schedule, 
which  has  been  in  effect  for  more  than 
one  year,  is  unreasonable.  We  have  also 
indicated  that  we  are  concerned  that  the 
revised  short  haul  s«dieduBe,  filed  Au- 
gvist  8, 1975,  effective  October  9, 1975,  may 
likewise  be  unreasonable.  According^,  we 
shall  herein  designate  that  the  investiga¬ 
tion  which  we  are  reopening  include  an 
inquiry  into  the  lawfulness  of  the  revised 
short  haxil  tariff. 

65.  We  have  discussed  in  our  Findings 
herein  many  of  the  specific  areas  in 
which  the  record  is  inadequate  to  support 
a  final  determlnaticm  of  the  resisonable- 
ness,  vel  non,  of  AT&T’s  rates.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  d^ciencies  are  summarized  below. 
This  summary  la  followed  by  a  series  of 
guidelines  to  the  parties  to  this  case  indi¬ 
cating  the  showing  which  we  expect  to  be 
made  in  the  reopoied  hearing  In  order 
to  render  the  record  sufficiaitiy  complete 
for  us  to  determine  the  lawfulness  of  the 


Hi-Lo  tariff  schedule.  As  noted  in  para¬ 
graph  77  below,  we  are  directing  the 
Cfiiief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau,  to  can  a 
conference  of  the  parties  to  determine 
the  specific  material  necessary  to  meet 
these  guidelines. 

66.  The  12-month  retrospective  and  the 
3-year  prospective  studies  were  both  de¬ 
veloped  using  the  computer  models  pre¬ 
viously  discussed  in  this  decision.  In  the 
retrospective  study,  the  output  param¬ 
eters  calculated  by  the  model  included 
changed  revenues  and  rate  of  return 
(ROR)  under  PDC  methods  1-7.  In  the 
prospective  study,  the  PLIAC  and  INC 
model  outputs  Included  LRIC  to  the  firm 
and  the  results  of  burden  tests. 

67.  Our  concerns  in  this  proceeding  do 
not  arise  from  the  nature  of  the  selected 
measures  of  economic  effect,  such  as 
ROR,  LRIC,  burden,  etc.,  which  have 
been  selected  as  computer  output  param¬ 
eters,"  nor  are  they  with  the  magnitudes 
of  the  specific  results  which  were  ob¬ 
tained  and  introduced  to  the  record  as 
indicators  of  the  lawfulness  of  the  Hi-Lo 
tariff.  Our  concern  is,  rather,  that  we 
cannot  determine  from  the  record  before 
us  the  validity  of  these  results  which  have 
been  presented  as  evidence  of  lawfulness. 

68.  Validity  problems  can  emerge  from 
two  sources.  The  first  is  the  matter  of  the 
selection  of  the  specific  economic  proc¬ 
ess  to  be  modeled.  If  an  Irrelevant  proc¬ 
ess  is  selected  to  begin  with,  subsequent 
results  are  meaningless.  For  example,  in 
the  retrospective  study,  the  FDC  an^- 
sis  in  the  record  has  attempted  to  deter- 
i^e  a  changed  ROR  by  treating  the  Se¬ 
ries  2000/3000  services  in  the  aggregate 
without  determining  ROR  for  the  HiD, 
LoD,  and  Short  Haul  services  separately. 
It  is  thus  impossible  to  determine  whether 
or  to  what  extent  these  component  serv¬ 
ices  art!  individually  compensatory. 

69.  I'he  second,  and  more  significant, 
source  of  concern  with  validity  arises 
from  the  actual  process  whweby  the  exe¬ 
cution  and  analysis  of  the  computer  cal¬ 
culation  of  the  measures  of  specific  eco¬ 
nomic  effects  (such  as  changed  ROR 
under  a  new  tariff)  are  documented 
submitted  In  the  record.  For  the  purpose 
of  pinpointing  the  sources  of 

in  the  record  (due  to  inadequate  execu¬ 
tion  and/or  documentation)  and  for  de- 
velcHiing  guidelines  for  future  submis¬ 
sions.  it  is  useful  to  subdivide  the  total 
computational  process  into  three  siib- 
processes;  (a)  the  preparing  of  input 
data,  (b)  the  dev^ping,  programming 
and  “de-bugging”  of  computer  *n/tdAi 
and  (c)  the  calculating  of  specific  output 
results  and  the  subsequent  derivation  of 
quantitative  estimates  of  the  confidence 
which  can  be,  placed  in  these  results. 

70.  We  have  found  to  be  inadequate 
tbe  documentation  of  the  validity  of  the 
inputs  to  the  computer  nwidPin  used  in 
both  the  retrospective  and  prospec¬ 
tive  analysis — ^ticularly  with  regard 
to  the  nature  of  specific  facilities  mixes, 
the  determination  of  sabseqaent  uait 
costs,  and  |hc  market  and  demand  data 
which  determine  ttie  total  cost  to  tiie 


•These  questions  are  at  Issue  in  pending 
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firm  resulting  from  the  introduction  of 
the  new  tariffs.  If  estimates  of  these  fac> 
tors  are  in  error,  outimts  derived  there¬ 
from  are  necessarily  suq?ect. 

71.  In  both  the  retrospective  and  pro¬ 
spective  analyses  the  record  did  not  sat¬ 
isfactorily  demonstrate  the  validity  of 
the  facilities  mixes  which  were  alleged  to 
correspond  to  the  facilities  lused  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  rates  for  the  three  services. 
Neither  was  the  approach  (and  accom¬ 
panying  documentation)  to  the  deriva¬ 
tion  of  the  resultant  investments  and 
costs  found  to  be  adequate.  Specific  in¬ 
stances  have  been  cited  in  the  above  find¬ 
ings.*  In  sev^al  cases,  engineering  esti¬ 
mates.  av^aglng  processes,  and  linear 
predictive  extrapolations  were  freely 
used.  Although  we  do  not  object  to  the 
utilization  per  se  of  these  techniques,  we 
must  insist  upon  the  adequate  presenta¬ 
tion  of  the  underlying  assumptions  and 
constraints  pertaii^g  thereto. 

72.  We  also  pointed  to  specific  prob- 
lODs  with  the  maricet  analysis  submitted. 
In  the  prospective  case,  these  projections 
were  found  to  be  demonstrably  in  error 
when  compared  to  the  now  verifiable  re¬ 
sults  of  operations  during  calendar  year 
1974.**  The  extrapolation  techniques  and 
the  elasticities  assumed  by  Bell  are  thus 
sariously  open  to  question.  In  the  retro¬ 
spective  analysis,  we  questioned  the  use 
of  a  reprice  model  in  an  analysis  which 
would  be  better  implemented  by  the  in¬ 
troduction  of  the  results  of  elasticity 
considerations.* 

73.  We  also  found  to  be  inadequate 
that  part  of  the  record  which  addresses 
its^  to  the  computer  mod^  used  in  the 
FDC  and  LRIC  analyses.  We  questioned 
^e  documentation  of  the  internal  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  computer  models  themselves." 
Tbe  Sow  charts  and  written  descriptions 
in  the  record  before  us  are  not  sufficient 
to  allow  us  to  determine,  witii  reasonable 
assurance,  the  nature  of  the  computa¬ 
tional  and  logical  process  whereby  Inputs 
are  conv«ied  to  outputs.  Purthennore, 
ttie  record  did  not  show  that  the  actual 
computer  program,  as  finally  coded  and 
“debugged'',  wa^  indeed  a  proper  repre¬ 
sentation  of  the  source  flow  charts, 
finally,  no  attempt  was  made  to  devdop 
any  measures  which  might  indicate  the 
degree  of  omifidence  which  one  might 
place  in  the  accuracy  of  the  computer 
outputs.  This  could  have  been  done  by 
intfoducing  to  the  record  observaticms  of 
the  sensitivity  of  the  computer  outputs 
(such  as  ROR  or  LRIC)  to  errors  or 
variations  in  the  estimates  of  certain  key 
inputs  (such  as  markets,  demands,  and 
facilities  costs) .  Such  tests  are,  moreover, 
required  by  i  1.363(a)  of  our  rules. 

74.  Giv^  the  above  observations  on  the 
gaps  in  the  record,  the  fiffiowing  specific 
guidelines  are  offered  to  the  parties  to 
this  case  In  completing  the  record  re¬ 
garding  the  12-month  retrospective 
analysis: 


•  Pan.  27-SS.  and  43-60. 
•Para.  33-36. 

•  Pan.  88. 

*■  Pan.  36-40  and  Pan.  51. 


(a)  Compute  the  BOB  lor  the  combined 
Series  3000/3000  service,  and.  tor  the  HID, 
LoD,  and  sbort  haul  services  Individually, 
using  TDC  Method  1. 

(b)  Indicate  the  revenues,  expenses,  and 
Investments  used  In  the  calculations  re¬ 
quested  in  (a)  above. 

(c)  BreaX  down  the  revenues  by  nte  ele¬ 
ment  for  each  service  classification. 

(d)  Identify  the  nature  of  the  facilities 
mix  \ised  In  the  individual  services  (HID, 
liOD,  and  short  haul)  by  breaking  down.  In 
terms  of  nomenclature  and  dollar  value,  the 
Investments  by  plant  facilities  classes  and 
by  plant  equipment  categories.  Show  how 
this  division  was  arrived  at.  Include  a  clear 
demonstration  that  the  costs  associated  with 
these  services  are  indeed  the  results  of  a  bona 
fide  three-tier  averaging  process,  and  that 
there  Is  a  correlation  of  these  facilities  and 
costs  with  the  HID,  LoD,  and  short  haiil 
routes  contemplated  by  the  tariff. 

(e)  Provide  aU  necessary  workpapers,  sup¬ 
plemented  by  written  explanations  where  re¬ 
quired,  showing  the  computation  of  the  in¬ 
vestment  and  expense  figiues  indicated  in 
(b)  above.  Include,  among  others,  the  deri¬ 
vations  and  explanations  of  all  unit  cost  and 
investment  figures,  depreciation  reserves, 
route  to  air  mileage  ratios,  and  fiU  factors. 

(f)  Justify  the  use  of  any  fill  factors,  unit 
cost^  route  to  air  mileage  ratios,  etc.,  which 
were  derived  from  a  study  earlier  than  that 
which  was  submitted  in  compliance  with 
{61.36(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rvdes.  ^ow 
the  ba^  and  JusUfleation  tor  selection  of 
any  trending  coefficients  used  in  extn^>olat- 
ing  these  earlier  investment  and  expense  fig¬ 
ures  to  the  period  of  oemoem. 

<g)  In  demonstrating  the  net  change  In 
revenues  due  to  the  new  rate  structure.  In¬ 
troduce  price  elasticities  of  demand  and 
cross  ^asticitles  to  determine  the  magnitude 
of  these  changes,  their  sources,  and  the  net 
effect  upcm  the  firm.  Indicate  the  basis  for 
the  assumptions  made  regarding  these  elas- 
ticitiee. 

(h)  Document  the  FDC  computer  program 
to  show  clearly:  (a)  Specific  input  param¬ 
eters.  (b)  internal  tables  and  computational 
algorithms,  (e)  the  relationships  between 
Inputs,  the  computational  process,  and  spe¬ 
cific  outputs,  (d)  the  procedtire  used  to 
vsUdste  the  current  version  of  the  de-bugged 
program.  and^(e)  speclflc  program  initiation 
and  running  procedures. 

(1)  Demonstrate  the  sensitivity  com¬ 
puter  outputs  to  changes  in  key  input  pa¬ 
rameter  e^mstes  and  provide  quantitative 
measures  of  the  confidence  which  can  be 
placed  in  these  results. 

75.  The  following  guidelines  are  offered 
to  the  parties  in  completing  tbe  record 
regarding  the  3-year  ixnspectlve  study: 

(a)  In  view  of  tbe  fact  that  the  Bell  mar¬ 
ket  projections  were  demonstrated  to  be  sig¬ 
nificantly  in  error  when  compared  to  1974 
actual  data,  it  will  be  necessary  to  submit 
revised  data.  These  data  should  be  thorough¬ 
ly  documented  and  Indicate:  (a)  Beckons 
for  the  variance  of  the  original  estimates 
and  reasons  for  confidence  in  the  new  esti¬ 
mates,  (b)  assumptions  pertaining  to  price 
elasticities  of  demand  and  cross  tiasttcltles 
in  view  of  the  newly  perceived  con^>etitlve 
picture. 

(b)  Document  the  nature  of  the  faffiUtiee 
mix  in  accordance  with  Paragraph  74(d)  and 
75(e)  above. 

(c)  Sabssli  work  paper*  in  acoonUnce 
the  principles  indleated  in  74(e)  and  74(f) 
above.  Indicate  tb*  basis  far  tU  raejlnrirlni: 
eaUmates  naed  in  devdoptng  pcojacted  eoat 
figures. 


(d)  Document  the  FLIAC  model  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Paragraph  74(h)  above. 

(e)  Demonstrate  the  sensitivity  of  com¬ 
puter  outputs  to  changes  In  input  psrameter 
estimates  as  in  Paragraph  74(1)  above. 

76.  We  realize  that  some  of  the  request¬ 
ed  information  may  be  considered  sen¬ 
sitive  or  proprietary,  and  certain  of  the 
parties  may  desire  that  this  material  not 
be  placed  in  the  public  record.  Where  a 
request  for  confidential  treatment  is 
made,  the  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  examine  the  material  and 
hear  the  arguments.  If  he  rules  that  the 
material  should  be  granted  proprietary 
treatment,  the  evidence  will  be  placed  in 
a  sealed  portimi  of  the  record  of  this  case, 
not  routinely  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion.  atxl  the  other  parties  to  the  case 
may  inspect  the  material  under  protec¬ 
tions  similar  to  those  afforded  in  pending 
Docket  No.  20288  (AT&T — ^Dataphone 
Digital  Service).  The  details  of  these 
protections  should  be  arranged  at  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  called  by  the  presid¬ 
ing  Judge  for  this  purpose. 

77.  Some  of  the  additional  information 
required  to  augment  the  record  should  be 
readily  available  while  other  material 
may  require  some  time  to  prepare.  In  or¬ 
der  to  isolate  the  specific  flUng-s  which 
must  be  made  to  complete  the  record  and 
to  determine  the  time  necessary  to  devel¬ 
op  the  information,  we  direct  the  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau,  to  call  a  con¬ 
ference  of  the  parties  to  this  case  at  a 
time  and  under  procedures  which  he 
shall  specify  by  subsequent  order.  Sub¬ 
sequent  to  meeting,  the  presiding 
Judge  shall  call  a  prehearing  conference 
to  develop  a  schedule  for  the  expedited 
completion  of  this  hearing,  under  the 
procedures  established  for  this  proceed¬ 
ing  in  our  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order,  45  P.C.C.  2d  88  (1974). 

78.  Accordinoly.  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
hearings  in  this  case  will  resume  at  a 
time  specified  by  order  of  the  presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  f(ffiowing  the 
conferences  specified  in  paragraph  77 
above. 

79.  It  is  further  ordered.  'Ihat  pursuant 
to  section  202(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act,  AT&T  shall  file,  within  thirty  days 
of  the  release  of  this  Order,  effective 
upon  not  less  than  tiiirty  days  notice,  the 
tariff  schedules  design^  to  remove  the 
unlawful  discrimination  between  the 
rates  for  Series  2000/3000  services  and 
the  rates  for  TELPAK  end  links  specified 
in  Series  5000  In  AT&T  Tariff  F.C.C.  No. 
260. 

80.  It  w  further  ordered.  That  the  law¬ 
fulness  and  reasonableness  of  the  re¬ 
vised  tariff  schedules  for  short  haul  serv¬ 
ice.  filed  August  8.  1975,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1975,  with  Transmittal  No.  12387, 
shall  be  investigated  in  the  reopened 
hearing  ordered  herein. 

Adopted:  September  9,  1975. 

Released:  September  18.  1975. 

FgflCIAL  CmOfUIflCATIOIfS 

ComnssiOM. 

[SEAL]  VmCKNT  J.  MULLXNS. 

Secretary. 
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Appendix 

CONTENTIONS  OP  THE  PASTIES 

1.  The  specialized  common,  carriers 
(SCCs) — MCI,  Datran  and  WTCI — provide 
communications  services  which  compete  to 
some  degree  with  the  subject  service  of 
AT&T.  All  contend  that  AT&T  has  not  satis¬ 
fied  its  burden  to  show  that  the  rate  struc¬ 
ture  Is  just  and  reasonable  and  that  Bell’s 
cost  figures  are  Inadequate  to  show  that  the 
rates  for  Hl-Lo  services  are  cost  justified. 
They  all  assert  that  cross-subsidization  exists 
between  HID  and  LoD.  In  reply,  AT&T  points 
to  Its  voluminous  cost  and  revenue  exhibits 
as  justifying  the  rate  fc»r  each  element  of  HID 
and  LoD  (short  haul  Is  cost- justified  at  the 
proposed  full  rate  schedvile,  AT&T  claims,  al¬ 
though  It  Is  not  justified  at  the  filed  rates) . 

As  a  result,  B^l  says,  there  Is  no  cross-sub¬ 
sidization.  In  addition,  since  It  maintains 
that  HID  and  LoD  are  part  of  the  same  serv¬ 
ice,  AT&T  argues  that  It  is  Inappropriate  for 
the  Commission  to  consider  the  question  of 
internal  cross-subsidization.  Rather,  It  con¬ 
tends  it  has  demonstrated,  through  use  of  a 
burden  test,  that  Hl-Lo  in  the  aggregate  Is 
not  being  cross-subsidized.  MCI,  in  Its  find¬ 
ings,  also  attacks  Hi-Lo  on  the  grounds  that 
no  actual  costs  were  supplied  for  any  ^>ecific 
routes,  that  only  nationwide  avenged  costs, 
divided  Into  hlgh-capaclty  and  low-capacity 
facility  costs,  were  shown.  Based  upon  this 
material,  MCI  asserts  that  it  cannot  analyze 
whether  or  not  Bell  rates  are  cost-justified, 
and  it  maintains  that  the  rates  for  each 
service  are  not  related  to  the  facilities  ac¬ 
tually  used.  AT&T  replies  that  it  need  not 
show  specific  route  costs,  since  it  is  still 
employing  nationwide  averaging,  but  on  a 
three-level  basis.  Further,  since  HID  rate 
centers,  by  definition,  must  be  connected  to 
all  other  HID  rate  centers  by  high  capacity 
facilities.  Bell  argues  that  the  rates  are,  in 
fact,  related  to  facilities  in  use,  and  that 
only  about  two  percent  of  HID  routes  will  use 
low  capacity  facilities. 

2.  Another  figure  included  in  AT&T’s  ma¬ 
terial,  which  MCI  and  Datran,  joined  by  the 
Trial  Staff,  question,  is  the  average  fill  of  75 
percent  claimed  for  all  Bell  inter-city  facili¬ 
ties.  ’This,  they  claim,  is  imsupported  by  any 
documentation,  and  they  assert  that  the  al¬ 
leged  lower  unit  cost  of  high  capacity  high 
frequency  lines  (HCHFL)  is  highly  depend¬ 
ent  upon  the  actual  fill  experienced  in  each 
type  of  facility.  AT&T  replies  that  the  76 
percent  figvne  is  the  average  fill  of  each  type 
of  carrier,  and  that,  even  if  the  number  were 
erroneous  (e.g.,  if  the  actual  average  fill  were 
65  percent  or  85  percent)  the  Impact  upon 
costs  would  be  minimal.  ’The  three  parties 
contesting  the  averaging  fill  dispute  this 
alleged  minimal  effect  and  contend  that 
AT&T  should  include  a  growth  fill  a  factor 
in  its  costs.  AT&T,  on  the  other  hand,  asserts 
that  a  growth  factor  is  inherent  in  its  cost¬ 
ing  methodology. 

3.  Among  the  other  SCC  contentions  is 
MCI’s  statement  that  the  various  rate  ele¬ 
ments  of  the  service  do  not  all  yield  the  same 
return  (on  a  fully  distributed  cost — ^PDC — 
basis)  or  contribution  (on  a  long  rim  incre¬ 
mental  cost — ^LRIC — ^basls)  the  effect  of 
which  is  to  discriminate  against  certain 
users,  depending  upon  the  number  of  local 
loops  or  drops  he  requires.  MCI  further  points 
to  the  differences  in  rates  among  HID,  LoD 
and  short  haul  services  and  alleges  that  this 
differential  cannot  be  justified  by  a  difference 
in  costs,  as  the  unit  cost  of  the  low  capacity 
interexchange  chcmnel  (EXC)  is  lower  than 
that  of  the  high  capacity  channel.  Thus,  MCI 
contends  that  the  rate  differential  consti- 


1  The  appropriateness  of  roC  or  LRIC  ac¬ 
counting  methods  for  rate  making  purposes 
is  in  issue  in  our  pending  Docket  No.  18128. 


tutes  an  unreasonable  discrimination  and 
violates  section  202  of  the  Communications 
Act,  47  UjS.C.  202.  DOD  also  asserts  that  the 
Hi-Lo  structure  unreasonably  discriminates 
among  different  users  of  like  communications 
services.  AT&T  does  not  dispute  the  differ¬ 
ence  in  contribution  of  the  different  rate  ele¬ 
ments  but  alleges  that  the  three  elements 
(DCC,  channel  terminal,  station  terminal) 
taken  in  the  aggregate  will  yield  approxi¬ 
mately  the  same  contribution.  As  to  the  IXC, 
Bell  argues  that  its  cost  figures  clearly  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  MCI’s  contention  is  without 
foundation,  that  high  capacity  IXC  facilities 
(which  are  installed  primarily  between  HID 
rate  centers)  have  a  substantially  lower  unit 
cost  than  low  capacity  IXC  plant. 

4.  Another  issue  raised  by  MCI  Involving 
alleged  discrimination  is  the  retention  by 
AT&T  of  the  prior  nationwide  averaged  rate 
structure  for  TESLPAK  (Series  5000)  private 
line  services,  which  use  many  of  the  same  fa¬ 
cilities  as  Series  2000/3000  in  issue  here. 
’TEILPAK  has  been  recently  Used  by  some 
newswire  services  (parties  hereto)  to  lower 
costs,  since  AT&T’s  tariffs  i>ermit  a  customer 
to  subscribe  to  a  base  ’TELPAK  channel  (sixty 
equivalent  voice  circuits)  over  a  short  length, 
then  to  extend  single  voice  grade  “end  links’’ 
over  an  extensive  network  at  rates  com¬ 
parable  to  those  in  effect  for  Series  2000/ 
3000  prior  to  Hi-Lo.  The  Trial  Staff  protests 
this  “TELPAK  exception’’  as  an  unlawful 
offering  of  like  communications  services 
(with  2000/3000)  at  discriminatory  rates. 
AT&T  answers  that  Series  2000/3000  and 
TELPAK  are  different  services,  so  that  the  dif¬ 
ferences  in  charges  do  not  violate  the  Act. 
Bell  further  responds  that  in  any  event  it  is 
considering  filing  a  new  “Hl-Lo’’  rate  struc¬ 
ture  for  TELPAK.  It  is  the  newswire  services 
(AP,  ANPA,  CNS,  Dow  Jones,  Reuters  and 
UPI)  which  are  most  concerned  with  preserv¬ 
ing  this  TELPAK  structure.  They  generally 
assert  that  the  higher  charges  which  they 
would  pay  for  Series  2000/3000  channels  are 
an  impairment  to  the  dissemination  of  the 
news.  However,  they  note  that  the  ability  to 
subscribe  to  TELPAK  service,  with  the  end 
links,  somewhat  cuneliorates  the  negative 
effects  of  Hi-Lo.  Thus  they  ask  us,  whatever 
our  action  on  Hi-Lo,  to  require  explicitly  that 
AT&T  retain  the  existing  ’TELPAK  rate  struc¬ 
ture,  at  least  for  the  press. 

5.  Among  the  other  contentions  of  MCI 
are  its  allegation  that  AT&T  mlsallocated 
the  costs  of  certain  types  of  carriers  (N  and 
T)  to  LoD  more  than  to  HiD  (in  this  it  is 
joined  by  Datran).  It  further  attacks  Bell’s 
market  projection  as  over-estimating  the  im¬ 
pact  of  the  SCCs  on  AT&T’s  revenue  and  for 
overstating  the  loss  of  contribution  from  each 
circuit  “lost’’  to  competitors,  since  no  pro¬ 
vision  was  made  in  the  calculations  for  un¬ 
used  capacity  and  for  growth  in  total  demand 
as  a  result  of  the  presence  of  the  SCCs. 
AT&T  replies  that  it  did  not  misallocate  any 
facilities,  but  that,  even  if  it  had,  the  effect 
on  costs  would  be  minimal.  As  to  its  market 
projections,  it  defends  their  validity  as 
based  on  the  best  information  at  the  time 
they  were  made. 

6.  Finally,  MCI  is  joined  by  several  of  the 
newswire  services  and  DOD  is  noting  the  dif¬ 
ficulty  a  multi-point  user  will  have  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  most  cost-effective  routing  under 
the  Hl-Lo  structure.  ’They  request  us  to  or¬ 
der  Bell  to  take  responsibility  for  giving  the 
customer  the  lowest  system  rate,  alleging 
that  large  multi-point  customers,  such  as  the 
newswire  services,  which  add  and  delete 
users  frequently,  need  to  computerize  the 
AT&T  network  structure  in  order  to  approcush 
a  loweet-cost  configuration.  AT&T  responds 
that,  although  it  is  inappropriate  to  require 
it  to  be  responsible  for  a  cust(»ner’s  routing 
configuration,  it  stands  ready  to  assist  all 
customers  with  their  routing  problems. 

7.  In  addition  to  MCI,  Dataran  was  an  ac¬ 


tive  specialized  common  carrier  participant 
in  this  proceeding.  In  its  propos^  findings, 
Datran  partially  agrees  with  MCI  in  con¬ 
tending  that,  under  certain  configurations, 
the  cost  to  AT&T  of  providing  HID  service  is 
higher  than  the  cost  of  offering  LoD.  How¬ 
ever,  it  asserts  that  Bell’s  filing  does  not 
correlate  the  demand  for  private  line  serv¬ 
ices  with  the  selection  of  HiD  points,  since 
the  definition  of  a  HID  rate  center  speaks  to 
an  ares  served  by  at  least  two  mastergroups, 
whether  or  not  the  channels  in  the  master¬ 
groups  are  allocated  for  private  line  or  other 
services.  Bell  agrees  that  its  definition  re¬ 
lates  to  facilities  for  all  services  but  asserts 
that  this  indicates  that  it  can  provide  pri¬ 
vate  line  services  more  efficiently  than  can 
the  specialized  carriers,  since  it  has  certain 
economies  of  scale.  Datran  seeks  to  rebut  this, 
saying  that  the  use  of  common  facilities  is 
not  evidence  that  Bell  is  any  more  efficient 
in  provision  of  private  line  services.*  Datran 
also  alleges  certain  violations  of  Section  61.38 
of  our  Rules,  as  Bell  did  not  submit  cost  and 
revenue  data  fwr  the  most  recent  twelve- 
month  period  preceding  the  tariff  filing,  nor 
did  it  submit  the  required  three-year  projec¬ 
tion  in  its  FDC  study.  Bell  replies  that  its 
twelve-month  figures  were  for  the  most  re¬ 
cent  period  prior  to  its  initial  tariff  filing, 
but  that  proceedings  within  the  Commission 
and  in  the  courts  delayed  the  final  tariff 
submission  for  an  extended  period.  It  also 
contends  that  the  three-year  LRIG  projection 
submitted,  which  covers  the  period  Janu¬ 
ary,  1973-December,  1975  need  not  be  updated 
to  reflect  these  delays.  Finally,  AT&T  as¬ 
serts  that  FDC  is  Inherently  an  historical 
analysis  and  that  it  would  be  inappropriate 
for  it  to  file  a  prospective  IDC  study. 

8.  ’The  other  SCC  submitting  findings, 
WTCI,  quotes  the  language  of  our  1971  Spe¬ 
cialized  Common  Carrier  decision,  supra, 
which  indicates  that  the  Commission  would 
not  oppose  a  depcu'ture  from  nationwide  av¬ 
eraging  where  services  are  in  direct  com¬ 
petition.  Since  there  is  not  direct  competition 
with  Bell  among  all  HID  routes,  WTCI  con¬ 
tends,  AT&T  should  be  permitted  to  depart 
from  nationwide  averaging  only  along  those 
routes  in  which  direct  competition  exists. 
WTCI  further  asks  the  Commission  to  pre¬ 
scribe  a  three-year  moratorium  on  established 
carriers  filing  competitive  rate  responses  in 
the  private  line  area.  AT&T  answers  that 
WTCI  misinterprets  our  SCC  decision  and 
disagrees  with  the  alleged  need  for  any  mora¬ 
torium. 

9.  ’The  press  parties  to  this  case,  nevrawlre 
services  and  broadcasters,  point  to  the  major 
increases  In  their  costs  which  result  from 
this  revised  rate  structure,®  since  they  are 
large  users  of  LoD  services.  These  increases 
are  listed  in  Table  I,  as  reported  by  the  news- 
wire  services  in  their  proposed  findings  of 
fact. 

Table  l.—AUtged  impact  of  Hi-Lo  tariff  on  Netcticire 
Serticet 


Prior  Hi-Lo  Increase 

charges  charges 


AP .  $284,542  $373,809  $89,267 

UPI .  318,338  426,338  108,000 

CNS .  124,484  188,628  64,144 

Reuters . 88,301  136,193  47,892 

Dow  Jones .  1,391,995  2,526,559  1,134,564 


Source;  Proposed  findings  of  fact  of  Newswire  Services 


®lt  should  be  noted  that  MCI,  SPCC,  and 
Datran  have  subsequently  filed  tariffs  offer¬ 
ing  private  line  services  at  levels  below  those 
contained  in  Bell’s  HiD  filing,  claiming 
greater  efficiency  than  Bell  in  providing  these 
services. 

*The  increased  charges  are  ameliorated, 
in  part,  by  the  TTELPAK  end  link  “exception.” 
See  paragraph  4  above. 
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They  generally  contend  that  the  impact  is 
so  great  on  the  press  that  we  should  consider 
them  to  be  a  separate  group  discriminated 
against  by  this  filing,  and  that  Bell  must 
separately  Justify  that  this  discrimination  is 
not  unreasonable  under  section  202  of  the 
Communications  Act.  Because  of  their  con¬ 
clusion  that  small  newspapers  and  broadcast¬ 
ers  will  probably  cancel  one  or  more  news- 
wire  services  or  reduce  other  important  facil¬ 
ities  to  support  the  higher  costs  of  the  news- 
wire,  the  press  parties  assert  that  the  Hi-Lo 
rate  structure  will  impair  widespread'  dissem¬ 
ination  of  the  news.  Thus,  either  the  rate 
revisions  should  be  struck  down,  or  lower 
preferential  rates  for  the  press  should  be  pre¬ 
scribed  pursuant  to  section  201(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act.  Bell,  Joined  by  the  Trial 
Staff,  contends  that  the  press  parties  have 
not  demonstrated  that  news  dissemination 
will  be  impaired  or  that  they  should  be  ac¬ 
corded  any  preferential  rate  treatment.  An¬ 
other  contention  of  the  press  parties  is  that 
AT&T  should  offer  a  reduced-price  simplex  or 
half -duplex  service,  as  it  had  previously  sup¬ 
plied,  since  the  newswlre  services  use  one-way 
transmission  almost  exclusively.  If  it  offered 
such  a  service,  replies  AT&T,  it  would  not  be 
cost-justified  unless  it  could  also  lease  the 
return  capacity  of  the  line.  Since  many  of 
the  points  served  by  the  wire  services  are  in 
locations  where  there  is  little  or  no  market 
for  outward  telegraph  private  line  services, 
Bell  says  it  cannot  Jxistify  offering  the  service 
the  press  requests. 

10.  Other  points  raised  by  those  opposing 
the  Hi-Lo  tariff  include  whether  the  figures 
underlying  the  station  terminal  rate  and  the 
PDC  cost  studies  are  outdated  or  whether 
Improper  rate  elements  are  included  therein, 
whether  chaimel  and  station  terminal 
charges  are  excessive,  whether  the  second  or 
additional  station  terminal  charges  in  the 
same  central  office  (not  on  the  same 
premises)  should  be  priced  at  a  reduced  rate, 
whether  channel  terminals  on  multipoint  cir¬ 
cuits  should  all  be  priced  at  the  same  rate, 
whether  AT&T  has  Justified  channel  terminal 
charges  at  HiD  “homing  points,”  whether  cer¬ 
tain  equipment  included  in  the  station 
terminal  rate  should  be  tariffed  separately 
(e.g.,  rotary  handsets),  whether  the  geo¬ 
graphical  limits  of  HiD  rate  centers  are  suffi-  - 
ciently  defined,  whether  the  restrictions  on 
shared  use  of  TELPAK  end  links  should  be 
lifted,  and  whether  there  will  be  undue  de¬ 
lays  In  obtaining  service  upon  reconfigura¬ 
tion  of  Scries  2000/3(X)0  to  Hl-Lo. 

11.  The  Trial  Staff  echoes  MCI’s  assertion 
that  AT&T’s  market  projections  are  faulty 
and  contends  that  the  shifts  to  the  SCSCs  are 
far  less  than  that  anticipated  by  Bell.  Simi¬ 
larly,  DOD  attacks  Bell's  alleged  overestimate 
of  the  see  construction  capacity  and  its  as¬ 
sumptions  regarding  cross-elasticity  between 
Bell  and  competitive  services  and  among  Bell 
services.  These,  DOD  states,  may  undermine 
AT&T’s  computer  models  on  which  its  costs 
studies  are  based. 

12.  The  pricing  of  short  haul  at  a  separate 
rate  Is  the  subject  of  an  attack  by  the  Trial 
Staff,  which  alleges  that  Bell  has  not  shown 
a  cost  differential  to  support  its  rate  filed  for 
that  service.  The  Trial  Staff  further  notes 
that  Bell’s  own  figures  demonstrate  that  short 
haul  rates  are  not  compensatory  (until  the 
proposed  full  rate  schedule  is  filed)  and  that 
there  is  no  Justification  for  such  rates.  AT&T 
replies  that  the  interim  rates  are  filed  in  or¬ 
der,  to  minimize  the  immediate  impact  of  the 
new  rate  structure  upon  short  haul  users, 

'  and  that  the  proposed  full  rate  schedule  will 
eliminate  any  cross-subsidization  problems. 
On  another  matter,  the  Tried  Staff  maintains 
that,  in  view  of  the  mix  of  facilities  which 
would  be  utilized,  the  definition  of  a  HiD 
rate  center  should  be  amended  to  Include 
service  by  a  facility  with  a  capacity  of  at 


least  one  mastergroup  (600  channels)  rather 
than  two.  Finally,  it  contends  that  'the 
preferential  routing  of  lines  between  HiD 
rate  centers  through  high  capacity  facilities 
may  have  the  effect  of  increasing  the  cost  of 
2(X)0/3000  services  by  boosting  administrative 
expenses  and  by  raising  the  route-to-alr  ratio. 

It  argues  this  preferential  routing  will  cause 
other  Bell  services  to  use  low-capacity  facili¬ 
ties,  with  a  higher  unit  cost,  thus  making 
such  other  services  more  expensive. 

[FR  Doc.75-26191  Piled  10-l-75;8;45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
OIL  IMPORT  REGULATIONS 

Collection  of  Oil  Import  License  Fees 
Due  Septemter  30, 1975 

On  September  30,  1975,  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  in  the  matter  of  “Standard  Oil 
Company  of  California,  et  al.  v.  William 
E.  Simon,  et  al.”  (Civil  Action  No.  75- 
1581)  and  related  cases,  entered  a  tempo¬ 
rary  restraining  order  requiring  that  all 
import  license  fees  due  and  payable  by 
the  plaintiffs  on  September  30,  1975,  for 
oil  imported  by  them  during  July  and 
August  1975,  be  collected  in  their  custo¬ 
mary  manner  and  placed  in  a  special 
account  in  the  United  States  Treasury, 
subject  to  further  order  of  the  court.  A 
copy  of  the  court’s  order  is  attached.  In 
order  to  allow  sufficient  time  for  this 
order  to  be  entered  and  for  sufficient  no¬ 
tice  of  its  effect  to  be  circulated  to  all 
interested  parties,  the  Feder^  Energy 
Administration  (“FEA”)  agreed,  and 
the  court  ordered,  that  the  time  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  such  fees  be  extended  for  one 
day,  imtil  October  1,  1975. 

In  compliance  with  that  order,  the  FEA 
has  today  requested  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  to  establish  such  a  separate  ac¬ 
count  and  imderstands  that  this  will  be 
accomplished  today.  For  purposes  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  convenience  and  uniform¬ 
ity,  and  consistent  with  the  notice  is¬ 
sued  by  FEA  on  September  26,  1975  (40 
PR  45229,  October  1, 1975) ,  the  FEA  in¬ 
tends  to  place  into  that  special  account 
all  import  license  fees  due  and  payable 
on  October  1,  1975  by  all  importers,  and 
not  just  those  fees  paid  by  plaintiffs  in 
the  above-mentioned  litigation. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  court’s 
order  does  not  relieve  any  importers  of 
the  duty  to  pay  import  license  fees  for 
their  July  and  August  imports  for  their 
imports  in  subsequent  months  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  FEA’s  Mandatory  Oil  Import 
Regulations,  10  CFR  Part  213.  Therefore, 
the  FEA  intends  to  continue  to  take 
whatever  administrative  action  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  insure  that  all  Importers  of 
crude  oil  and  refined  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  continue  to  comply  with  those  reg¬ 
ulations. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  30, 1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel. 

United  States  District  Court  roR  tbe 
District  or  Columbia 

Amoco  Oil  Company,  Plaintiff,  v.  Ftank  O. 
Zarb,  et  al..  Defendants;  Civil  Action  No.  76- 


1579.  Standard  Oil  Company  of  California,  et 
al..  Plaintiffs,  v.  William  E.  Simon,  et  al..  De¬ 
fendants:  ClvU  Action  Na  76-1681.  EXXON 
Corporation,  et  al..  Plaintiffs,  v.  William  E. 
Simon,  et  al..  Defendants;  Civil  Action  No. 
76-1591.  MobU  OU  (Torpmatlon,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Frank  G.  Zarb,  et  al;  Civil  Action  No.  75- 
1594.  Texaco.  Inc.,  Plaintiff,  v.  William  E. 
Simon,  et  al..  Defendants;  Civil  Action  No. 
75-1595. 

These  matters  come  before  the  court  on 
application  of  plaintiffs  in  the  above-entitled 
actions  for  a  temporary  restraining  order. 
Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings  and 
memoranda  submitted  by  the  plaintiffs 
therewith,  the  defendants’  opposition  there¬ 
to,  and  the  arguments  of  counsel  thereon. 

It  appears  to  the  court  that  plaintiffs  will 
suffer  Immediate  Irreparable  harm  If  the  pay¬ 
ments  required  to  be  paid  on  September  30, 
1975  are  paid  unconditionally,  the  defend¬ 
ants  will  suffer  almost  no  harm  from  the 
conditional  payment  of  the  funds  in  ques¬ 
tion,  the  public  has  a  great  interest  In  the 
orderly  adjudication  of  this  matter,  and,  in 
light  of  the  small  harm  defendants  may  suf¬ 
fer  from  the  Issuance  of  this  (H-der,  plaintiffs 
have  made  an  adequate  showing  of  their 
likelihood  of  success  on  the  merits.  There¬ 
fore,  it  is  by  the  court  this  30th  day  of 
September,  1975,  ORDERED  (1)  That  plain¬ 
tiffs  pay  the  oU  import  license  fees  on  crude 
oil  and  petroleum  products  Imported  during 
the  months  of  July  and  August  1975  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  to  be  paid 
into  the  United  States  Treasury,  upon  the 
condition  that  these  monies  be  held  in  a 
special  account  and  shall  be  repayable  in  full 
to  plaintiffs  pending  this  court’s  adjudica¬ 
tion  of  plaintiffs’  applications  for  prelim¬ 
inary  injunctive  relief.  Payment  on  October 
1,  1976  shall  be  deemed  payment  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1976  for  the  purposes  ef  complying 
with  applicable  regulations. 

(2)  That  such  funds  and  funds  paid  by 
other  similarly  situated  purties  shall  be  held 
by  the  United  States  Treastur  in  such  man¬ 
ner  as  to  be  available  for  repayment  to 
plaintiffs  and  other  simllai^y  situated  parties 
pending  this  court’s  adjudication  of  plain¬ 
tiffs’  applications  for  prrilminary  injunctive 
relief:  And  it  is  /urther  ordered.  That  this 
restraining  order  shall  remain  effective  until 
(October  9,  1976  and  the  parties  shall  appear 
before  this  court  on  October  9,  1976  at  11:00 
am.  for  a  hearing  on  their  applications  for 
preliminary  injunctive  relief. 

This  temporary  restraint  is  contingent 
upon  the  plaintiffs  maintaining  in  effect  the 
bonds  previously  posted  with  defendants  to 
secure  pa3rment  of  the  oil  import  license  fees. 

Thomas  A.  Planniet, 
United  States  District  Judge. 

[PR  Doc.76-26562  Piled  9-30-75; 5; 29  pm) 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Agreement  No.  10167] 

FAR  EASTERN  SHIPPING  CO..  AND 
LYKES  BROS.  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 

Intention  To  Approve 
Agreement  No.  10167_is  a  proposed 
agency  agreement  between  Far  Eastern 
Shipping  Co.  (FESCO)  find  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.  (Lykes)  in  the  trade 
between  U.S.  Gulf  ports  and  ports  in 
Japan,  Hong  Kong,  Philippine  Islands, 
and  the  Far  East  ports  of  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socii^t  Republics.  The  Agree¬ 
ment  providra,  inter  alia,  that  Lykes,  as 
FESCO’s  agent,  will  provide  husbanding 
services  for  FE^O’s  vessels  both  in  the 
Inbound  and  outboimd  trades  from,  the 
Gulf  ports  and  also  grants  to  Lykes  gen- 
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eral  agency  authority  to  solicit  cargo, 
order  stevedores,  tugs,  sign  bills  of  lad¬ 
ing,  collect  receipts  and  settle  claims  up 
to  $100.  (It  should  be  noted  that  the 
Agreement  specifically  provides  that 
nothing  in  the  Agreement  shall  permit 
Lykes  to  act  as  agent  to  FESCO  in  the 
solicitation  and  booking  of  cargo  in  the 
inboxmd  trades  from  Japan,  Hong  Kong, 
Philippine  Islands  and  the  U.S.S.R.) 

Notice  of  the  filing  of  Agreement  No. 
10167  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  11,  1975.  Comments  pur¬ 
suant  to  such  notice  were  received  from 
Sea-Land  Services,  Inc.  (Sea -Land). 
Sea-Land  urges  disapproval  of  this 
Agreement  essentially  on  the  grounds 
that:  (1)  The  Agreement  is  inconsistent 
with  Lykes  responsibilities  under  various 
conference  agreements  to  which  Lykes 
is  a  party;  (2)  the  Agreement  before  the 
Commission  is  not  the  entire  agreement 
between  the  parties  since  FESCO  agreed 
to  join  the  Far  East  Conference  and  ad¬ 
here  to  its  regulations  and  tariffs  in  re¬ 
turn  for  Lykes  becoming  its  agent;  (3) 
Sea-Land  suspects  that  there  is  an  un¬ 
filed  agreement  between  FESCO  and 
Lykes  concerning  the  coordination  of 
schedules;  (4)  certain  language  in  Lykes’ 
letter  of  justification  to  the  Maritime 
Administration  for  a  waiver  of  section 
804,  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936, 
strongly  suggests  that  Lykes  will  receive 
preferential  treatment  in  connection 
with  service  to  the  U.S.S.R.  in  exchange 
for  Lykes  becoming  the  general  agent  of 
FESCO,  and;  (5)  that  antitrust  consid¬ 
erations  in  this  matter  dictate  that  the 
Agreement  not  be  approved.  On  this  last 
point,  it  is  Sea-Land’s  position  that  ap¬ 
proving  this  Agreement  would  allow  an 
important  UH.  flag  carrier  which  is  sub¬ 
sidized  and  (me  of  the  strongest  and 
fastest  growing  third-flag  operators  in 
the  transpacific  trade,  Lykes  and  FESCO, 
to  <x>ntrol  (Mxnpetition  between  the  Gulf 
ports  and  the  Far  East.  In  view  of  the 
representations  summarized  above,  Sea- 
Land  requests  that  a  hearing  be  held  be¬ 
fore  the  Agreement  is  approved. 

Although  submitting  the  above  objec¬ 
tions  in  protest  of  this  Agreement,  Sea- 
Land  has  failed  to  comply  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  contained  in  the  July  11, 1975 
Federal  Register,  notifying  interested 
parties  of  this  A^eement.  That  notice 
required,  inter  alia,  that:  (1)  All  requests 
for  hearing  contain  clear  and  concise 
statements  of  matters  on  which  inter¬ 
ested  parties  intended  to  produce  evi¬ 
dence;  (2)  any  allegations  of  unfairness 
or  discrimination  be  described  with  par¬ 
ticularity,  and;  (3)  if  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  actions  detrimental  to  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States  are  alleged  a 
statement  must  be  submitted  describing 
with  particularity  those  actions  which 
are  detrimental  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  or  violative  of  the  Act. 

In  response  to  Sea-Land’s  comments 
I^rkes  has  submitted  justification  for  this 
Agreement.  Lykes  states  that  there  is  no 
agreement  between  it  and  FESCO  re¬ 
quiring  FESCO  to  join  the  Far  East  Con¬ 
ference  but  ratiier  FESCO  joined  the 
Conference  as  a  necessity  and  agreed  to 


adhere  to  the  Conference’s  rates  and  reg¬ 
ulations  in  order  that  Lykes  could  serve 
as  FESCO’s  agent.  In  tlfis  regard,  Lykes 
points  out  that  if  FESCO  had  not  joined 
the  Conference  Lykes  would  have  been 
prohibited  from  serving  as  FESCO’s 
agent  in  this  trade.  Lykes  submits  that 
Sea-Land’s  conclusionary  statement  is 
all  that  has  been  submit^  with  respect 
to  an  alleged  unfiled  agreement  between 
FESCO  and  Lykes  concerning  the  coordi¬ 
nation  of  sailings.  Further,  it  is  Lykes’ 
position  that  Sea-Land’s  allegations  that 
Lykes  will  receive  preferential  treatment 
in  connection  with  service  to  the  U.S.S.R, 
in  exchange  for  Lykes  becoming  the  gen¬ 
eral  agent  for  FESCO  are  again  but  un¬ 
supported  conclusions  based  on  mere 
speculation.  Lastly,  Lyk^s  contends  that 
there  are  no  antitrust  considerations  in 
the  Agreement.  Lykes  further  argues  that 
even  if  it  were  concluded  that  competi¬ 
tion  is  affected  by  this  Agreement,  the 
impact  on  commerce  would  be  de  mini¬ 
mis,  thus  negating  the  need  for  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing. 

Lykes’  position  is  generally  well  taken. 
Even  though  Sea-Land  does  not  provide 
direct  service  to  the  Gulf  Coast,  it  would 
appear  that  Sea-Land  has  an  interest  in 
th^  matter  by  virtue  of  its  minibridge 
service  from  the  Gulf  area  to  the  Far 
East.  Sea-Land’s  comments,  however,  are 
patently  insufficient  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  our  July  11  notice  or  to  put 
in  issue  disapproval  of  the  instant  Agree¬ 
ment.  Sea-Land  has  failed  to  produce  a 
sufficiently  substantive  statement  that 
could  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
Agreement  is  unfair,  discriminatory, 
detrimental  to  the  public  interest  or  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  or  so 
Yidlative  of  the  antitrust  statutes  as  to 
not  merit  approval  imder  section  15  of 
the  1916  Shipping  Act.  In  our  view,  Sea- 
Land’s  contentions  and  arguments  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  approval  of  the  Agree¬ 
ment  are  imsupported  and  based  on  the 
rankest  of  speculation. 

We  will  not,  in  this  situation,  allow  the 
failure  to  adhere  to  filing  requirements 
cause  the  Commission  to  refuse  to  con¬ 
sider  bona  fide  l^al  or  factual  problems 
if  such  do  exist,  we  will  therefore  allow 
Sea-Land  or  any  other  interested  party 
an  additional  opportunity  to  bring  for¬ 
ward  whatever  it  can  -vdth  respect  to 
Agreement  No.  10167  indicating  why  it 
should  not  be  approved.  However,  since 
Lykes  has  already  set  forth  an  adequate 
transportation  need — ^to  wit,  possible  ex¬ 
tension  of  U.S.-fiag  lines  in  the  Russian/ 
Far  East  trade — ^for  the  Agreement,  we 
hereby  serve  notice  that  we  intend  to 
approve  Agreement  No.  10167  unless  any 
person  is  able  to  come  forward  with  a 
clear,  concise  and  specific  statement — 
not  mere  conclusionary  statements  based 
on  suspicion — of  material  matters  upon 
which  he  desires  to  adduce  evidence. 

Comments  on  this  Agreement  includ¬ 
ing  request  for  hearing  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20573.  Any 
pers(Hi  desiring  a  hearing  on  the  ix:o- 
posed  Agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  (ff  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 


dence.  Any  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  should  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If 
a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said 
to  constitute  such  violation  or  detriment 
to  commerce. 

Any  person  submitting  a  statement  as 
to  why  Agreement  No.  10167  should  not 
be  approved  should  submit  such  matter 
on  or  before  October  24,  1975.  Any  re¬ 
sponses  by  FESCO  and  Lykes  to  such 
matter  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  3,  1975.  Absent  receipt  of  any 
comment  before  October  24, 1975,  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  10167  will  be  approved. 

It  is  ordered.  That  a  copy  of  this  Notice 
of  Intention  to  Approve  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  that  a  copy 
thereof  be  mailed  to  Sea-Land,  Lykes  and 
FESCO. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26403  Piled  10-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  6] 

E.  H.  PRIESTER 
Order  of  Revocation 

On  September  23,  1975,  E.  H.  Priester, 
56  Flamingo  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louis¬ 
iana  70124  voluntarily  surrendered  his 
Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  6  for  revocation. 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  in  me  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  C(»nmission  as  set 
forth  in  Manual  of  Orders,  Commission 
Order  No.  201.1  (Revised)  15.01(b) 
(dated  June  30,  1975) ; 

It  is  ordered.  That  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  6  be  and 
is  hereby  revoked  effective  September  23, 
1975,  without  prejudice  to  reapply  for  a 
license  at  a  later  date. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  E.  H.  Priester. 

Leroy  F.  Fuller, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Certification  and  Licensing. 
[PR  Doc.75-26402  PUed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  E-8884  (Phase  II)  1 

CAROLINA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
September  25, 1975. 

On  September  15, 1975,  Electricities  of 
North  Carolina  and  the  Cities  of  Camden 
and  BennettsvUle,  South  Carolina,  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  August  26,  1974,  as 
most  recently  m(xilfied  by  notice  Issued 
August  4,  1975,  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

Upon  considerati(m,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 
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Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  November 
28. 1976. 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  December  29, 
1976. 

Service  of  Ccanpany  Testimony,  January  12, 
1976. 

Service  of  Intervenor  Rebuttal,  January  26, 
1976. 

Hearing,  February  16, 1976  (10:00  ajn.,  e.s.t.) , 
By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  P.  I^umb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26314  PUed  10-l-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-7548,  E-8170] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Refund  Report 

September  24, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  29,  1975, 
Georgia  Power  Company  (Georgia 
Power)  tendered  for  filing  a  report  of  re- 
fimds  made  to  jurisdictional  wholesale 
customers  in  the  above-referenced  pro¬ 
ceedings.  Georgia  Power  states  that  said 
refunds  comport  with  the  refund  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  l^ttlement  Agreement  in  said 
proceedings,  said  Agreement  having  been 
approved  by  the  Commission  in  its  order 
of  Jime  17, 1975. 

Georgia  Power  further  states  that  a 
detailed  calculation  of  the  actual 
amoimts  refunded  has  been  provided  to 
its  jurisdictional  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  10,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

[PR  Doc.75-26309  Filed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 
[Docket  No.  RP75-941 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 
Filing  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheet 

September  24, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  17, 1975, 
Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Great  Lakes)  tendered  for  filing  copies 
of  Substitute  Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  57  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1.  Great  Lakes  states  that  the 
base  tariff  rates  refiected  on  said  tariff 
sheet  are  t^ose  shown  on  Sixteenth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  57  in  Great  Lakes’  rate 
increase  application  at  Docket  No.  RP75- 
94,  filed  with  the  Commission  on  April  30. 
1975.  Pursuant  to  ordering  paragraph  A 
of  the  order  issued  June  13. 1975,  in  said 
docket,  the  tendered  tariff  sheets  were 


accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  until 
November  14, 1975. 

Great  Lakes  states  that  the  filing  of 
this  Substitute  Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  57  is  made  necessary  by  the  changes 
in  the  border  price  of  natural  gas  during 
the  period  in  which  the  rates  have  been 
under  suspension.  The  changes  in  the 
border  price  are  the  result  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  export  licenses  of  Trans- 
Canada  PipeLines  Limited,  Great  Lakes* 
sole  supplier  of  natural  gas. 

Great  Lakes  requests  that  the  tariff 
sheet  tendered  in  the  instant  filing  be 
accepted  to  become  effective  on  Novem¬ 
ber  14. 1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  l.lO  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tion  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  17,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Conunission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

KIenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26310  PUed  10-1-75; 8; 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7512,  etc.] 

ILLINOIS  MUNICIPAL  UTILITIES 
ASSOCIATION,  ET  AL 

Settlement  Agreement 

September  24,  1975. 

The  complaint  filed  in  Docket  No.  E- 
7512  by  the  Illinois  Municipal  Utilities 
Association  (IMUA)  to  seek  certain 
terms  for  the  sale  and  exchange  of  elec¬ 
tric  energy  on  behalf  of  a  number  of 
municipalities  including  those  in  Docket 
No.  E-7514  was  consolidated  for  purposes 
of  hearing  and  decision  with  a  complaint 
filed  in  Docket  No.  E-7514  various  mu¬ 
nicipal  systems-( cities)  in  Illinois  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  202(b)  of  the  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  824a(b) ,  seeking  interconnections 
with  Illinois  Power  Company  (IP)  and 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company 
(CTPS).  At  a  prehearing  conference  on 
July  13,  1971,  the  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  staged  these  proceedings 
with  cross-examination  in  Docket  No. 
E-7514  commencing  on  May  8,  1972  and 
concluding  on  May  22,  1972.  ITie  second 
phase  of  this  consolidated  proceeding — 
the  complaint  in  Docket  No.  E-7512 — was 
held  in  abeyance  pending  determination 
of  the  appropriate  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  proposed  202(b)  interconnections, 
if  found  to  be  in  the  public  interest  by 
the  Commission. 

On  December  4,  1974  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Judge  Israel  Convisser  cer¬ 
tified  interconnection  agreements  be¬ 
tween  Illinois  Power  Company  (IP)  and 
the  following  municipalities:  Cfities  of 


Breese,  Carlyle,  Highland,  Mascoutah, 
Peru,  Princeton,  Waterloo,  and  the  Vil¬ 
lage  of  Freeburg.  Also  certified  was  an 
interconnection  agreement  between  Cen¬ 
tral  Illinois  Public  Service  Company 
(CIPS)  and  the  City  of  Sullivan.  The 
complaint  of  Illinois  Municipal  Utilities 
Association  (IMUA)  and  the  City  of 
Springfield  (Docket  No.  El-7512)  seeking 
interconnecti(m  with  IP  did  not  proceed 
to  settlement.  The  complaint  of  the  City 
of  Bushnell  (Docket  No.  E-7514)  seeking 
hiterconnection  with  CIPS  also  remained 
unsettled.  The  Cfity  of  Red  Bud  did  not 
sign  an  Interconnection  agreement  be¬ 
cause  of  objections  to  some  of  the  termi¬ 
nology  of  the  contract.  However,  Judge 
Convisser  certified  the  unexecuted 
agreement  to  the  Commission  along  with 
the  eight  executed  agreements  on  De¬ 
cember  5,  1974. 

On  August  15,  1975,  in  Supplemental 
Certification  of  Settlement  Agreement, 
Judge  Convisser  certified  an  agreement 
between  the  City  of  Bushnell  and  CIPS 
(Docket  No.  El-7514)  and  acknowledged 
that  an  agreement  had  been  reached  be¬ 
tween  the  City  of  Springfield  and  IP 
(Docket  No.  E-7512).  IP  submitted  an 
executed  interconnection  agreement 
with  the  City  of  Sprl  igfield  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  filing  on  April  11,  1975.  That 
agreement  was  designated  in  FPC  Docket 
No.  El-9373  and  accepted  for  filing  by  the 
Commission  and  became  effective  on  May 
12,  1975.  Because  of  the  agreement  be¬ 
tween  IP  and  the  City  of  Springfield  and 
the  settlement  that  had  been  reached 
between  the  parties  in  the  Docket  No. 
El-7514  proceedings.'  IMUA  petitioned 
the  Commission  to  withdraw  its  com¬ 
plaint  on  July  16,  1975.  The  City  of  Red 
Bud’s  objections  to  the  unexecuted  inter- 
coimection  agreement  have  been  with¬ 
drawn.  At  a  prehearing  conference  held 
on  July  14,  1975,  Red  Bud’s  position  was 
clarified  by  coimsel. 

*  *  *  Red  Bud  win  not  pose  any  objections 
to  the  language  of  that  [unexecuted]  inter¬ 
connection  agreement  which  has  been  cer¬ 
tified  to  the  Commission  •  *  • 

IP  has  agreed  to  hold  the  offer  open  to 
Red  Bud,  that  it  may  accept  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  a  later  date.  The  unexecuted 
IP-Red  Bud  contract  constitutes  a  basis 
for  settlement  of  the  dispute  between 
the  parties. 

TThe  agreements  acknowledged  in 
Judge  Convisser’s  December  4,  1974  Cer¬ 
tification  of  Settlement  Agreements  and 
his  Supplemental  Certification  of  Set¬ 
tlement  Agreement  of  Ai^ist  15,  1975, 
will  resolve  all  the  legal  issues  between 
the  parties  in  Docket  Noe.  E-7514  and 
E-7512  pending  decision  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Comments  to  the  proposed  settlement 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  Nmih  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  9, 1975.  Such  comments  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  In  de¬ 
termining  appropriate  action,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  commenters  parties 
to  the  proceeding. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretnry. 

(PR  Doc.76-a6811  PUed  10-l-75;8:46  am] 
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[Docket  No.  RP75-961 
MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Filing  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheets 

September  24,  1975. 
Take  notice  that  on  Septemb^  15, 
1975,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Company  (MlchWis)  tendered  for  filing 
Substitute  Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  27F 
to  its  FEC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised 
Volume  No.  1;  Substitute  Fifth  Revised 
Sheet  Nos.  141  and  142,  Substitute  Third 
Revised  Sheet  Nos.  214  and  215  and  Sub¬ 
stitute  Sec<md  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  231 
and  232  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  2  to  replace  and  in  sub¬ 
stitution  for  the  like  numbered  sheets  in¬ 
cluded  in  its  rate  filing  in  this  docket  on 
April  30,  1975. 

MichWis  states  the  substitute  tariff 
sheets  refiect  increases  in  pmchased  gas 
costs,  the  elimination  of  interest  reim- 
biusement  pajmaents  to  Exxon  Company, 
n.S  A..,  and  actuaL  rather  than  estimated 
advance  payments  made  to  producers. 
The  net  effect  of  the  changes  is  an  in¬ 
crease  in  MichWis’  cost  of  service  of 
$65,997,915. 

MichWis  requests  the  Conunissi<Mi  to 
waive  the  requirem^ts  of  i§  154.66(b) 
and  154.63  of  the  regulations  to  permit 
the  revised  sheets  to  replace  those  filed 
on  April  30,  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  8, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  takoi, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

^  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26312  Piled  10-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  £-0379] 

NIAGARA  MOHAWK  POWER  CORP. 

Order  Denying  Motion  To  Dismiss 
Investigation 

September  25, 1975. 

On  August  14,  1975,  the  Niagara  Mo¬ 
hawk  Power  Corporation  (Niagara)  filed 
a  Motion  to  Dismiss  the  Investigation  In 
the  above-captioned  proceeding.  That 
Motion  seeks  a  reversal  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Order  of  July  23,  1975,  wherein 
we  granted  the  Town  of  Massena,  New 
York’s  (Massena)  Application  for  Re¬ 
consideration  and  ordered  the  institu¬ 
tion  of  an  Investigation,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  206  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  of 
alleged  anticmnpetltive  practices  by  Ni¬ 
agara.  Niagara  Is  seeking  dismissal  of 
the  Investigation  ordered  by  the  Com¬ 


mission  on  July  23,  1975,  based  on  Its 
belief  that  the  Conimlssion  lacks  Juris¬ 
diction  pursuant  to  Section  206  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  to  investigate  Mas- 
sena’s  charges. 

On  June  2,  1975,  we  issued  an  order 
accepting  for  filing  and  approving  a  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedule  for  the  transmission 
of  power  and  energy  between  Niagara 
and  the  Consolidated  Edison  Company 
of  New  York,  Inc.,  as  submitted  for  filing 
on  April  14, 1975,  by  Niagara.  ’Ihat  order 
denied  Massena’s  May  5,  1975  motion  to 
reject  or  susp«id  the  Niagara  rate  filing, 
whqrein  Massena  contended  that  Ni¬ 
agara’s  rate  filing  was  part  of  an  inter¬ 
state  program  and  combination  to  un¬ 
lawfully  monopolize  the  electric  utUity 
industry.  ’That  contention  was  based 
upon  Niagara’s  alleged  refusal  to  enter 
into  negotiations  leading  to  a  contract 
by  which  Niagara  would  wheel  energy  to 
Massena,  thereby  enabling  Massena  to 
establish  a  municipally  owned  and  oper¬ 
ated  electric  system.  Massena  concluded 
that  the  revenues  Niagara  would  receive 
from  the  filing  therein  would  be  unlaw¬ 
fully  used  by  the  Company  to  strengthen 
its  alleged  monopolistic  position  over 
transmission  in  the  Massena  service 
area  to  the  detriment  of  Massena. 

On  June  23, 1975,  Massena  applied  for 
rehearing  of  our  order  of  June  2,  aver¬ 
ring  they  had  suffered  discrimination  at 
the  hands  of  Niagara  due  to  the  latter’s 
refusal  to  execute  voluntarily  a  trans¬ 
mission  agreement  with  Massena.  By 
order  issued  July  23,  1975,  we  granted 
rehearing  and  ordered  an  investigation, 
pursuant  to  section  206,  of  Massena’s 
allegations  that  Niagara’s  rate  filing  was 
part  of  an  hiterstate  program  to  unlaw¬ 
fully  monopolize  the  electric  utility  in¬ 
dustry  and  discriminate  against  the  es¬ 
tablishment  by  Massena  of  a  municipal 
energy  system. 

Niagara’s  instant  pleading  contends 
Massena’s  intervention  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  Is  “solely  to  assert  its  concern  about 
a  completely  imrelated  matter — namely, 
whether  or  not,  in  the  event  Messena  can 
eventually  acquire  a  municipal  electric 
distribution  system,  will  Niagara  provide 
it  transmission  service  for  the  PASNY 
power  Massena  expects  to  contract  for.’’ 
Niagara  adds  that  no  real  issue  exists 
providing  the  Commission  a  basis  on 
which  it  can  grant  relief,  especially 
noting  “*  *  •  the  Cwnmisslon  is  not- au¬ 
thorized  to  compel  Niagara  to  enter  into 
an  agreement  to  provide  electric  service 
to  Massena,’’  as  stated  in  our  order  of 
June  2, 1975.  Niagara  further  premises  its 
belief  that  the  Commission  lacks  jur¬ 
isdiction  to  order  an  investigation  on  its 
declaration  that  no  entity  exists  on 
whose  behalf  the  Commission  can  act, 
since  there  is  no  body  to  which  Niagara 
can  transmit  energy  at  present. 

On  August  27,  1975,  Massena  filed  a 
“memorandum”  opposing  Niagara’s  mo¬ 
tion  to  dismiss  the  investigation.  Mas¬ 
sena  reiterates  its  primary  contention 
that  Niagara  deals  with  investor-owned 
utilities  within  and  without  the  state 
of  New  York  and  that  Niagara  to  da^e 
has  refused  to  negotiate  a  contract  to 


wheel  power  to  Massena  when  Massena 
completes  its  acquisition  of  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  electrical  distribution  system 
within  the  Town  of  Massena. 

Our  review  of  the  pleadings  filed  in 
this  docket  with  regard  to  the  allega¬ 
tion  of  anticompetitive  practices  by 
Niagara  indicates  we  do  not  have  suffi¬ 
cient  facts  before  us  in  order  to  for¬ 
mulate  a  decision.  Massena  alleges  it  has 
been  disadvantaged  by  Niagara’s  dis¬ 
criminatory  treatment.  We  beileve  an  in¬ 
vestigation,  pursuant  to  section  206  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  as  previously 
ordered,  is  necessary  to  explore  that 
allegation. 

The  Commission  finds.  Good  cause 
exists  to  deny  Niagara’s  motion  to  dis¬ 
miss  the  investigation  under  section  206 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  ordered  in  the 
above-referenced  docket. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Nigara’s 
motion  to  dismiss  the  section  206  investi¬ 
gation  ordered  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act  in  Docket  No.  E-9379  is 
denied. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26315  Plied  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-12] 
NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
September  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation  (Northwest)  on  Septem¬ 
ber  12, 1975  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  its  FI*C  Gas  ’Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1.  ’Ihe  proposed  tariff  change 
provides  for  a  modification  of  the  lan¬ 
guage  contained  in  §  5.2,  Payment,  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of  said 
’Tariff.  Northwest  states  that  the  instant 
filing  is  for  the  purpose  of  assuring 
prompt  recovery  of  gas  sales  revenues 
from  Northwest’s  customers  In  order  for 
Northwest  to,  inter  alia,  remit  payments 
for  purchased  gas  costs  to  its  Canadian 
supplier.  ’The  proposed  change  has  no 
effect  upon  Northwest’s  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales  and  service. 

Northwest  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  Northw^t’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
state  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October-  6,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  apprepriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
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file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  Uils 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  piiblic  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Punu, 
Secretary. 

|PE  Doc.75-26316  Kled  10-1-75:8:45  ami 

[Docket  No.  E-79291 
TOLEDO  EDISON  CO. 

Filing  of  Refund  Data 

September  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  5, 1975, 
The  Toledo  Edison  Company  (Toledo) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Revenue  Compari¬ 
son  by  month  for  each  customer  under 
the  Pr<»>osed  1974  Settlement  Agreement 
and  the  Settlement  Agreement  as  revised 
on  August  1,  1975.  The  filing  is  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Commission’s  letter  dated 
August  28,  1975,  which  declared  Toledo’s 
August  1,  1975,  filing  of  certain  revised 
tariff  sheets  deficient.  ’Toledo  states  that 
this  filing  is  intended  to  cure  that 
deficiency. 

Toledo  states  that  a  copy  of  this  filing 
has  been  mailed  to  each  Jurisdictional 
customer  affected  and  each  party  of 
record. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NK,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  3,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Cconmission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26313  Filed  10-1-75,8:45  am] 


lDo<*et  Noe.  BP74-89.  BP73-35,  (PGA  75-S, 
AP76-1)] 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Revised  Sheets 

September  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  4, 1975, 
’Trunkline  Cras  Company  (Trunkline) 
t^idered  far  filing  second  substitute 
’Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A  to  its 
FJ*X7.  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 
1. 

Trunkline  states  the  Revised  Sheet  is 
filed  in  accordance  with  Paragraim  (C) 
of  the  Commission’s  Order  issued  August 
22,  1975,  in  the  above-referenced  docket. 
Trunkline  further  indicates  fiiat  this 
Sheet  reflects  revisions  to  the  Advance 
Payment  section  of  Its  filing  of  July  18, 
1975,  to  esdode  costs  associated  with 
the  Exxon  Interest  payments  and  costs 
relating  to  certain  advance  payments 


listed  in  Footnote  -of  tlie  Cbmmisskm^ 
order  in  these  dockets,  dated  August  22, 
1975. 

Trunkline  revests  that  the  Revised 
l^ieet  be  made  effective  August  1,  1975, 
for  one  day  only. . 

Any  person  d^iring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  3, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26317  FUed  10-1-75:8:45  am) 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
MADISON  FINANaAL  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Madison  Finandal  Corporation,  Niles, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  n.SjC.  1842(a) 
(3) )  to  acquire  14.9  per  cent  of  the  vot¬ 
ing  shares  of  Madison  National  Bank  of 
Niles.  Niles,  Illinois.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

’The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  oflBce  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
aimlication  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Si^tem,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not 
later  than  October  29, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  September  25, 1975. 

[SEAL]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.75-26323  Piled  10-1-76:8:45  amj 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  fallowing  requests  for  dearanoe 
of  r^xirts  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
mfarmation  from  the  puMc  were  re¬ 
ceived  W  the  Regulatory  Reports  Re¬ 
view  Staff,  GAO,  on  Sept^ber  24.  1975. 
See  44  U.6.C.  3512  (c)  k  (d) .  Ihe  pfurpose 
of  publishing  this  list  in  the  Fxbxmjo. 
REcasTER  is  to  inform  Uie  public  of  inch 
receipt 

’The  list  includes  the  title  cf  eadh  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  «f  the  agency 
apoMSoriig  the  proposed  ceUectinn  of  In- 
farmataoa;  the  agency  form  number.  If 


applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  Ihe  infonnatkm  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

written  comments  on  the  proposed 
ICC  forms  are  invited  from  an  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  organizations,  public  in¬ 
terest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amoimt  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed  forms, 
comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  October  20, 1975,  and 
should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  Carl  F.  Bo- 
gar,  Assistant  T>irector,  Office  of  Special 
Programs,  United  States  General  Ac- 
coimting  Office,  Room  5216,  425  I  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Repmts  Review  Staff,  202-376-5425. 

Interstate  Commerce  Coscmission 

Request  for  extension  no  change  of 
Monthly  Prdlminary  Report  (ff  Number 
of  Employees  of  Class  I  Railways,  re¬ 
quired  to  be  filed  by  some  97  Class  I  line- 
haul  railroads  and  switching  and  termi¬ 
nal  companies,  pursuant  to  section  20 
of  the  Literstate  Commerce  Act.  Data 
are  used  for  economic  regulatory  pur¬ 
poses.  Reporting  burden  per  report  is  es¬ 
timated  to  average  14  hours  for  line-haul 
railroads  and  8  hours  for  switching  and 
terminal  companies.  Reports  are  man¬ 
datory  and  available  for  use  of  the  public. 

Request  for  extension  no  change  clear¬ 
ance  of  Monthly  Report  Wage  Forms 
A&B,  required  to  be  filed  by  some  97 
Class  I  line-haul  railroads  and  switch¬ 
ing  apd  terminal  companies,  pursuant  to 
section  20  -of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  Data  are  used  for  economic  regula¬ 
tory  purposes.  Reporting  burden  per  re¬ 
port  for  line-haul  railroads  is  estimated 
to  average  121  hours  for  line-haul  rail¬ 
roads  and  26  hours  for  switching  and 
terminal  companies.  Reports  are  man- 
datOTy  and  available  for  use  of  the  pub- 
Uc. 

Norman  P.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-26420  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  pubhc  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staffi 
GAO,  on  September  25,  1975.  £lee  44 
U.S.C.  3512  (c)  k  (d).  'Ihe  purpose  of 
publishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  re-  • 
quest  received;  the  name  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  iiropoeed  ooHection  of  in- 
formaOna;  ttie  agency  Iona  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  coimnents  on  ffie  proposed 
IOC  form  are  tourlted  from  aB  Interested 
perseBB,  eegenleaiHanB,  puMte  Intafedt 
greupg,  aad  affected  hasineeees.  Became 
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NOTICES 


of  the  limited  amount  of  thne  GAO  has 
to  review  the  proposed  fonn,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  rec^ved  on  or 
before  October  20,  1975,  and  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  Carl  F.  Bogar,  Assistant 
Director,  Office  of  Special  Programs, 
United  l^tes  General  Accoimting  Office, 
Room  5216,  425  I  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-376-5425. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Request  for  extension  no  change  of 
Quarterly  Report  Forms  OS-C,  required 
to  be  fil^  by  some  103  Class  I  line-haul 
railroads  and  switching  and  terminal 
companies,  pursuant  to  Section  20  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Data  are  used 
for  eccmomlc  regulatory  purposes.  Re¬ 
porting  burden  per  report  for  line-haul 
railroads  is  estimated  to  average  46  hours 
and  14  hours  for  switching  and  terminal 
companies.  Reports  are  mandatory  and 
available  for  use  of  the  public. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 

Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-26421  Filed  10-1-76:8:46  am] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[TA-201-41 

ASPARAGUS 

Places  and  Times  of  Public  Hearings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  public’ 
hearings  to  be  held  in  connection  with 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission  in¬ 
vestigation  No.  TA-201-4,  Asparagus, 
will  be  held  in  San  Francisco,  California, 
at  10  a.m.,  PDT,  on  October  14,  1975,  at 
the  Hotel  Bell  view,  505  Geary  Street;  and 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  at  10  am.,  e.d.t.,  on 
October  21,  1975,  in  the  Hearing  Room, 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission 
Building,  701  E  Street,  NW.  Requests  for 
appearances  at  the  hearings  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  his  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  by 
no  later  than  noon  of  the  fifth  calendar 
day  preceding  the  hearing. 

Notice  of  investigation  and  hearings 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Tuesday,  July  29,  1975  (40  PR  31836). 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued;  September  29,  1975. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26364  Filed  10-1-76:8:46  am] 


GENERALIZED  SYSTEM  OF 
PREFERENCES 

Advice  to  the  President  and  Request  for 
Comments 

On  July  23,  1975,  the  Presidrait  re¬ 
quested  the  United  States  Intematicmal 
Trade  Commission,  pursuant  to  section 
332(g)  oi  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  to  advise 
him  whether  an  article  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  each  article  being  con¬ 


sidered  for  duty-free  treatment  under  the 
Generedized  System  of  Preferences  pro¬ 
vided  in  Title  V  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
was  produced  In  the  United  States  on 
January  3, 1975.  The  list  of  articles  under 
consideration  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  March  26,  1975  (40  FR 
13457). 

The  Commission  has  tentatively  deter¬ 
mined  its  advice  and  prepared  a  draft 
report  to  the  President.  With  this  notice, 
the  Commission  is  releasing  the  draft  re¬ 
port  to  the  public.  Comments  respecting 
the  Commission’s  tentative  determina¬ 
tions  are  requested.  Such  comments 
shoiUd  consist  of  the  views  of  the  inter¬ 
ested  party  and  factual  data  in  support  of 
those  views. 

Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Commission  by  October  14,  1975,  Twenty 
copies  should  be  provided  if  feasible.  They 
should  be  directed  to  the  Secretary, 
United  States  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  701  E  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20436. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

Dated;  September  30, 1975. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26531  Filed  10-1-76:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  75-26] 

STATISTICAL  ANALYSIS;  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Receipt 

“Annual  Review  of  Aircraft  Accident 
Data,  U.S.  General  Aviation,  Calendar 
Year  1973,’’  was  released  by  the  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board  on  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1975.  The  report.  No.  NTSB- 
ARG-75-1,  breaks  down  nonairline  ac¬ 
cident  statistics  in  185  pages  of  tables 
and  graphs.  Included  are  cause/factor 
tables  for  each  kind  of  general  aviation 
flying,  severity  of  injury  and  aircraft 
damage  by  kind  of  flying  and  type  of 
aircraft,  and  such  selected  data  as  pilot 
flight  time  and  accident  location  by 
States. 

Safety  Reccmimendations  HM-75-1 
and  2  were  issued  September  25  to  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation  following 
the  Board’s  review  of  the  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau’s  (MTB)  “Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Regulations — ^Proposed 
Exemption  Procedures,”  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  4,  1975  (40 
FR  32758).  The  Board  concluded  that 
the  proposed  exemption  procedures  do 
not  fulfill  the  intent  of  section  107  of 
the  Hazardous  Materials  Transportation 
Act,  which  calls  for  “a  safety  analysis 
as  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  to  justify 
the  grant  of  such  exemption.”  Recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Secretary  are  tod) 
prescribe  the  content  and  form  for  a 
safety  analysis  stat^ent  to  accompany 
applications  for  exemptions  to  MTB  reg- 
ulations,  and  (2)  revise  proposed  49  UFR 
107.5(b)(9)  to  require  submission  (ff  a 
safety  analysis  statement,  in  the  form 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  to  support 
iqiplicant’s  belief  that  his  proposed  ex¬ 


emption  will  achieve  the  level  of  safety 
specified  in  49  CFR  107.5(b)  (9)  (1)  and 
(ii) .  Both  are  Class  I  recommendations, 
urgent. 

Responses  to  Safety  Recommenda¬ 
tions.  The  Board  last  week  received  from 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
three  letters,  each  dated  September  12, 
responding  to  the  following  recom¬ 
mendations  ; 

A-73-107  and  A-73-108,  issued  in  the 
Board’s  report  (NTSB-AAR-73-19)  of  a 
crash  of  a  Continental  Air  Lines  Saber- 
liner  Model  NA-265-60  at  Montrose, 
California,  April  13, 1973.  FAA  encloses  a 
copy  of  Airworthiness  Directive  73-12-09, 
Amendment  39-2271,  effective  July  29, 
1975,  which  FAA  believes  “now  fully  ad¬ 
dresses  NTSB  Recommendations  A-73- 
107,  improvement  of  Indicator  light,  and 
A-73-108,  incorporation  of  a  thrust  re- 
verser  automatic  stowing  system.”  FAA 
states,  “These  are  cited  In  this  latest 
amendment  as  options  to  the  operating 
limitations  prescribed  in  the  earlier  AD 
release.  In  view  of  this  action,  we  con¬ 
sider  this  item  closed.” 

A-74-61,  issued  following  Board  in¬ 
vestigation  of  an  International  Business 
Machines  Grumman  G-1159  accident  at 
Kline,  South  Carolina,  June  24, 1974.  FAA 
notes  that  Airworthiness  Directive  AD- 
74-17-05,  Amendment  39-2359,  was  is¬ 
sued  August  22,  stating,  “’This  amend¬ 
ment  permits  reactivation  of  the  ground 
spoilers  after  incorporation  of  Grumman 
Service  Change  (ASC)  180.”  FAA  believes 
that  this  action  is  in  consonance  with  the 
recommendation  and  considers  the  item 
closed. 

A-74-100  and  101,  issued  after  Board 
investigation  of  the  crash  of  a  Polish 
Model  SZD-24-4A  POKA  4  sailplane  near 
Burley,  Idaho,  June  15,  1974.  FAA  en¬ 
closes  a  copy  of  an  airwortiiiness  direc¬ 
tive,  issued  July  22,  specifying  inspection 
of  the  SZD-24-4A  FOKA  gliders,  this  in 
response  to  recommendation  A-74-100. 
Responsive  to  A-74-101,  FAA  states, 
“There  is  insufficient  service  history 
worldwide  to  suggest  that  the  basic  de¬ 
sign,  manufacturing  techniques  or  quali¬ 
ty  control  procedures  are  inadequate.  In 
addition,  this  model  sailplane  is  no  longer 
in  production.  Therefore,  we  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  take  any  action  against  the  type 
certificate  at  this  time.” 

Reports  and  recommendation  letters  are 
available  to  the  general  public:  single  copies 
may  be  obtained  without  charge.  A  $4.00 
user-service  charge  will  be  made  for  each 
recommendation  response,  in  addition  to  a 
charge  of  10#  per  psige  for  reproduction.  All 
requests  must  be  in  writing,  addressed  to: 
Publications  Unit,  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  reports  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  UB.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903,  1906) ) ) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer. 

September  29, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26408  FUed  10-1-75:8:46  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  KOSHKONONG  NU¬ 
CLEAR  POWER  PLANT  ADVISORY  COM¬ 
MITTEE  ON  REACTOR  SAFEGUARDS 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
Sections  29  and  182b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232b.) ,  the 
ACRS  Subcranmittee  on  the  Koshkonong 
Nuclear  Power  Plant  will  hold  a  meeting 
cm  October  17,  1975  at  the  Best  Western 
Welcome  Inn,  225  S.  Water  Street,  E., 
Fort  Atkinson,  WI  53538. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  de¬ 
velop  information  to  be  considered  by 
the  ACRS  in  its  review  of  the  application 
of  the  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  et  al.,  for  a  ccmstruction  permit. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Friday,  October  17,  1975,  8:00  a.m.  The 
Subcommittee  will  meet  in  closed  Executive 
session,  with  any  of  its  consultants  who  may 
be  present  to  explore  their  preliminary 
opinions,  based  upon  their  independent  re¬ 
view  of  safety  reports,  regarding  matters 
which  should  be  considered  during  the  open 
session  in  order  to  formulate  a  Subcommittee 
report  and  recommendations  to  the  full 
(Committee. 

8:30  a.m.  untU  the  conclusion  of  business. 
The  Subcommittee  will  meet  in  open  session 
to  hear  presentations  and  hold  discussions 
with  the  NHC  Staff  and  representatives  of 
the  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Ck>mpany,  et 
al.,  regarding  design  featvtres  and  site-related 
aspects  of  the  implication  for  a  construction 
permit  as  weU  as  other  matters  relating  to 
review  of  the  Safety  Analysis  Repmrt. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  open  session,  the 
Subcommittee  will  caucus  in  a  brief,  closed 
session  to  determine  whether  the  matters 
identified  in  the  initial  closed  session  have 
been  adequately  covered  and  whether  the 
project  is  ready  for  review  by  the  full  Com¬ 
mittee.  During  this  session,  Subcommittee 
members  and  consultants  will  discuss  their 
final  opinions  and  recommendations  on  these 
matters.  Upon  conclusion  of  this  caucus,  the 
Subcommittee  will  meet  again  in  brief  open 
session  to  announce  its  determination. 

In  addition  to  these  closed  deliberative 
sessions,  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Sub¬ 
committee  to  hold  one  or  more  closed 
sessions  for  the  purpose  of  exploring  with 
the  NRC  Staff  and  the  Applicant  matters 
involving  proprietary  information,  par¬ 
ticularly  with  regard  to  specific  features 
of  the  plant  design  and  plans  related  to 
plant  security. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
it  is  necessary  to  conduct  the  above 
closed  sessions  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee’s  deUberative 
process  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) )  and  to  pro¬ 
tect  confidential  prc^rietary  or  plant  se¬ 
curity  information  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) ) . 
Separation  of  factual  material  from  in¬ 
dividuals’  advice,  opinions,  and  rec(»n- 
mendations  while  closed  Executive  Ses¬ 
sions  are  in  progress  is  considered  im¬ 
practical. 

Practical  cmisiderations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule.  The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  (xmduct  the  meeting 


in  a  manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business, 
including  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
ccHnpleted  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  porticm  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  items 
may  do  so  by  providing  15  copies  to  the 
Suteommittee  at  the  beginning  of  the 
meeting.  Comments  should  be  limited  to 
safety  related  areas  within  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  purview. 

Persons  desiring  to  mall  written  com¬ 
ments  may  do  so  by  mailing  a  readily 
reproducible  copy  thereof  in  time  for 
consideration  at  the  meeting.  Comments 
postmarked  no  later  than  October  10, 
1975  to  Mr.  R.  L.  Wright,  ACRS,  NRC, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  will  normally  be 
received  in  time  to  be  considered  at  this 
meeting. 

Background  information  concerning 
items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting 
can  be  found  in  documents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  public  document  rooms:  Dwight- 
Foster  Public  Library,  PO  Box  88,  Port 
Atkinson,  WI  53538,  and  the  Mimicipal 
Reference  Service,  Room  103-B,  Madison 
Public  Library.  Madison,  WI  5^09. 

(b)  Those  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
oral  statement  at  the  meeting  should 
make  a  written  request  to  do  so.  identify¬ 
ing  the  t<^ics  and  desired  presentation 
time  so  that  appropriate  arrangements 
can  be  made.  The  Committee  will  receive 
oral  statements  (m  topics  relevant  to  the 
Committee’s  purview  at  an  appropriate 
time  chosai  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  reschedided, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportuni^  to  miesent  mral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on 
October  16, 1975  to  the  Office  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director  of  the  C!ommittee  (t^- 
ephone  202/634^1413,  Attenti(m:  Mr.  R. 
L.  Wright)  between  8:15  a.m.  and  5:00 
pm.,  e.d.t. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propoxmded  only 
by  members  (ff,the  Subcmnmittee  and 
its  constiltants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  pres«ice  of  which  will  not 
Interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  re¬ 
cess.  The  use  of  such  equlpnnent  will  not, 
however,  be  allowed,  while  the  meeting 
is  in  session. 

(f )  Persons  with  agreements  or  orders 
permitting  access  to  proprietary  infor¬ 
mation,  other  than  plant  security  infor¬ 
mation,  may  attend  portions  of  ACRS 
meeting  where  this  material  is  being  dis¬ 
cussed  upon  confirmation  that  such 
agreements  are  effective  and  relate  to 
this  material  being  discussed. 


The  Executive  Director  of  the  ACRS 
should  be  informed  of  such  an  agreement 
at  least  three  working  days  prior  to  the 
meeting  so  that  the  agreement  can  be 
confirmed  and  a  determination  can  be 
made  regarding  the  applicstbility  of  the 
agreement  to  the  material  that  will  be 
discussed  during  the  meeting.  Minimum 
information  provided  should  include  in¬ 
formation  regarding  the  date  of  the 
agreement,  the  scope  of  material  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  agreement,  the  project  or 
projects' involved,  and  the  names  and 
titles  of  the  persons  signing  the  agree¬ 
ment.  Additional  information  may  be  re¬ 
quested  to  identify  the  specific  agree¬ 
ment  involved.  A  copy  of  the  executed 
agreement  should  be  provided  to  Mr.  R. 
L.  Wright  of  the  ACRS  Office,  prior  to 
the  beginning  of  the  meeting. 

(g)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  or  after  October 
24,  1975  at  the  NRC  Public  Document 
Room  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20555  and  at  the  Dwight-Foster 
Public  Library,  P.O.  Box  88,  Port  Atkin¬ 
son,  WI  53538,  and  the  Municipal  Refer¬ 
ence  Service,  Rochu  103-B,  Madison  Pub¬ 
lic  Library,  Madison,  WI  53709.  C(H>ies  of 
the  minut€»  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  at  the  NRC  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20S55  after  January  19, 
1976. 

Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  payment 
of  wproprlate  charges. 

Dated:  September  29, 1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-26389  PUed  10-l-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-336] 

CONNECTICUT  LIGHT  AND  POWER  CO. 

ET  AL.  (MILLSTONE  NUCLEAR  POWER 

STATION.  UNIT  2) 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (the  Commis¬ 
sion)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  4  to  Fa¬ 
cility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-^  is¬ 
sued  to  The  Connecticut  Light  and  Power 
Company,  The  Hartford  Electric  Light 
Company,  Western  Massachusetts  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  and  Northeast  Nuclear 
Energy  Company  (licensees).  This 
amendment  revises  the  license  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  and  permits  the  licensees  to  op¬ 
erate  the  Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  2,  at  steady  state  reactor  core 
power  levels  not  in  excess  of  2560  me^- 
watts  thermal  (rated  power)  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  amend^  license  and  the 
August  1.  1975  Technical  Specifications, 
as  revised  through  Change  No.  4.  This 
amendment  also  revises  the  specification 
concerning  control  element  assembly 
position  indicator  channels,  adds  the 
containment  hifidi  radiaticm  level  particu¬ 
late  monitoring  system,  and  corrects 
proofreading  errors  in  the  Technical 
Specifications.  The  correction  has  be«i 
designated  as  Change  No.  4. 
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The  Commission  has  made  awJropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act) , 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  in  10  CFR  Ch.  1,  which  are  set 
forth  in  the  amended  license. 

The  amended  license  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance  and  shall  expire  at 
midnight  December  11, 2010. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  Amendment  No.  4  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-65  and  Sup¬ 
plements  No.  2  and  No.  3  to  the  Safety 
Evaluation  Report.  These  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room  at 
1717  H  Street.  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Waterford  Public  Library, 
Rope  Perry  Road.  Waterford,  Connecti¬ 
cut.  A  copy  oi  the  amended  license  and 
Supplement  No.  2  to  the  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion  Report  may  be  obtained  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission.  Wadiington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  BeUiesda,  Md.,  this  26th  day 
of  Sep^mber  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Proiect  Branch  1-3,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing, 

IPR  Doc.75-26384  PUed  10-I-75;8;45  am] 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robsrt  B.  Minogue, 

Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 
IPR  Doc.75-26385  PUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
AGENCY  DRAFT  CODES  OF  PRACTICE 

Extension  of  Public  Comment  Period 

The  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  is  developing  a  limited 
number  of  internationally  acceptable 
codes  of  practice  and  safety  guides  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  The  purpose  of 
these  codes  and  guides  is  to  provide 
IAEA  guidance  to  countries  beginning 
nuclear  power  progrtans.  The  draft 
Codes  of  Practice  on  Quality  Assurance 
and  Siting  have  previously  been  made 
available  for  public  comment.  Two  more 
draft  Codes  of  Practice,  one  on  Opera¬ 
tions  and  one  on  Governmental  Orga¬ 
nization  are  now  available  for  public 
comment.  The  NRC  staff  is  soliciting 
public  comment  on  these  draft  Codes  of 
Practice.  TTie  Federal  Register  dated 
July  25,  1975  stated  that  comments  re¬ 
ceived  by  August  11, 1975  would  be  useful 
to  the  NRC  staff  in  preparing  for  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Senior  Advisory 
Group  of  IAEA  standards  program  that 
was  planned  for  September  1-5,  1975. 
Discussion  of  these  draft  codes  has  been 
rescheduled  fm:  the  December  meeting  of 
the  Senior  Advisory  Group  and  this  pub¬ 
lic  comment  period  is  now  extended  to 
October  24,  1975  for  these  four  codes  of 
practice. 

(5U.S.C.  522(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  22d  day 
of  SeptembCT  1975. 


[Docket  No.  50-4S2A] 

KANSAS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.,  KAN¬ 
SAS  CITY  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
(WOLF  CREEK  GENERATING  STATION, 
UNIT  1) 

Oral  Argument;  Appeal 

September  25,  1975. 

On  September  22,  1975  the  Kansas 
Electric  Cooperatives,  Inc.,  filed  its  ap¬ 
peal  under  10  CFR  2.714a  from  the  Li¬ 
censing  Board’s  September  10,  1975  or¬ 
der  denying  its  amended  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  in  this  antitrust  pro¬ 
ceeding.  As  required  by  §  2.714a,  the  no¬ 
tice  of  appeal  was  accompanied  by  a 
simporting  brief.  The  briefs  of  the  other 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  in  support  or 
in  opposition  to  the  appeal,  are  due  for 
filing  on  or  b^ore  October  2,  1975.  10 
CFR  §  2.714a,  8.3. 

Oral  argument  on  the  {q>peal  will  be 
heard  at  10  ami.  on  Thursday,  October 
23,  1975  in  the  NRC  Hearing  Room,  5th 
floor.  East  West  Towers,  4350  East- West 
Hlshwi^,  Bethesda,  M^land.  Follow¬ 
ing  its  receipt  of  the  bri^s  in  response 
to  the  appe^  this  Board  will  determine 
the  order  of  presentation  of  argument 
and  the  time  to  be  allotted  to  each  party 
or  side. 

It  is  so  ordered. 


For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board. 

Margaret  K  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the 
Appeal  Board. 
[PR  Doc.75-26386  Plied  10-l-75;8:46  am] 


as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Ch.  I,  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendment.  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License  in  connection  with 
this  action  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  15,  1975  (40  FR 
34485) .  No  request  for  a  hearing  or  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  was  filed  fcrf- 
lowing  notice  of  propiosed  action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  aw)lication  for 
amendment  dated  July  11  and  Septan- 
ber  5,  1975  and  Supplements  dated 
July  30,  August  7,  August  20,  Septanber 
4,  l^pt^ber  16,  and  September  22, 1975, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  8  to  License  No. 
DPR-40,  with  Change  No.  14,  and  (3) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Documrait  Rown,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washingrton,  D.C.  and  at  the  Blair 
Piiblic  Library,  1665  Lincoln  Street,  Blair, 
Nebraska  68008. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Re^atory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Reactor  Llcmsing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  24th  day 
of  September,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.75-26387  Piled  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-285] 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  UB. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Cmnmission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
8  to  Facility  Operating  License  Na  DPR- 
40  Issued  to  Omaha  Public  Power  Dds- 
trict,  which  revised  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tions  for  operation  of  the  Fort  Calhoun 
Station  Unit  No.  1,  located  in  Washing¬ 
ton  County,  Nebraska.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  modifies  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  to  (1)  allow  reactor 
cH?eration  at  fuel  exposure  greater  than 
3000  MWD/MTU,  and  (2)  inc(»i)orate 
operating  limits  that  result  f  nxn  analyses 
,  performed  using  predicted  Cycle  2  Core 
Ccmditions  for  fuel  exposures  greater 
than  3000  MWD/MTU. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atcsnic  Baergy  Act  of  1954, 


[Docket  Nos.  OTN  50-546,  8TN  50-M71 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA, 
INC.  (MARBLE  HILL  NUCLEAR  GENER¬ 
ATING  STATION,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permits  and  Operating  Licenses  and 
of  Availa^lity  of  Applicant’s  Environ¬ 
mental  Report 

PuUlc  Service  Company  of  Indiana, 
Inc.,  pursuant  to  section  108  of  the 
Atmnic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
filed  the  remaining  portion  of  its  i^li- 
cation.  The  application,  consisting  of  the 
Environmental  Report,  the  Preliminary 
Safety  Analysis  R^xirt,  and  the  General 
and  Financial  Information,  was  tendo-ed 
on  July  2,  1975.  Following  preliminary 
review  for  completeness,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Report,  and  the  General  and 
Financial  Information  were  found  to  be 
acceptable  for  docketing  on  August  11, 
1975,  and  wore  docketed  on  September  11, 
1975,  and  assigned  Docket  Nos.  STN  50- 
546  and  STN  50-547.  However,  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  predocketing  inspection,  substan¬ 
tive  quality  assurance  program  imple¬ 
mentation  deviations  were  identified  and, 
therefore,  the  Preliminary  Safety  Analy- 
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sis  Report  was  not  found  acceptable  for 
docketing.  The  applicant  i»:ovided  addi¬ 
tional  information  to  res(dve  the  quality 
assurance  implementation  deviations  on 
August  18,  1975,  The  Preliminary  Safety 
Analysis  Report  was  found  to  be  accept¬ 
able  for  docketing  on  September  5,  1975 
after  review  of  the  additional  informa¬ 
tion  and  a  reinspection  by  the  Office 
of  Inspection  and  Enforcement.  The  Pre¬ 
liminary  Safety  Analysis  Report  was 
docketed  on  September  17,  1975.  Notice 
of  Receipt  of  the  Antitrust  application 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
vmder  Docket  No.  P-505-A  on  January  15, 
1975  (40  PR  2743) . 

The  application  is  for  authorization  to 
construct  and  operate  two  pressurized 
water  nuclear  reactors  designated  as  the 
Marble  Hill  Nuclear  Generating  Station, 
Units  1  and  2,  on  the  applicant’s  site  in 
Saluda  Township,  Jefferson  Coimty,  In¬ 
diana,  approximately  six  miles  northeast 
of  the  imincorporated  area  of  New  Wash¬ 
ington,  Indiana.  Each  reactor  is  designed 
for  an  initial  output  of  3411  megawatts 
thennal,  with  an  equivalent  net  elec¬ 
trical  output  of  approximately  1130 
megawatts. 

This  application  has  been  submitted  in 
conformance  with  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  staff’s  “Policy  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  for  the  Replication  of  Custom 
Plant  Designs’’,  WASH-1340,  dated  July 
1974.  This  is  one  of  the  approaches  to 
standardization  covered  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  March  5,  1973  Standardization 
Policy.  This  approach  permits  a  utility 
to  submit  an  application  for  licenses  for  a 
nuclear  power  plant  utilizing  a  plant  de¬ 
sign  that  was  previously  submitted  by 
the  same  utility  or  by  another  utility  as 
part  of  a  construction  permit  application. 
The  replicate  plant  design  must  satisfy 
the  site-related  design  criteria  required 
for  the  new  site.  The  Marble  Hill  Nuclear 
Generating  Station  replicates  Common¬ 
wealth  Edison  Company’s  proposed  By¬ 
ron  Nuclear  Generating  Station,  Docket 
Nos.  STN  50-454  and  STN  50-455. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Comimission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  at 
the  Madison-Jefferson  County  Public 
Library,  420  West  Main  Street,  Madison, 
Indiana  47250. 

’The  applicant’s  environmental  report, 
which  discusses  environmental  consider¬ 
ations  related  to  the  construction  and  op¬ 
eration  of  the  proposed  facilities,  is  being 
mside  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  aforementioned  locations  and  at  the 
Office  of  the  Clearinghouse  Review  Of¬ 
ficer,  Indiana  Budget  Agency,  212  State 
House,  Indianapolis,  Indiana  46204  and 
at  the  Region  12  Development  Commis¬ 
sion,  P.O.  Box  127,  Versailles,  Indiana 
47042. 

After  the  environmental  report  has 
been  anal3^ed  by  the  staff,  a  draft  en- 
vironmented  statement  will  be  prepared. 
Upon  preparation  of  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement,  the  Commission  will, 
among  other  things,  cause  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  a  sum¬ 
mary  notice  of  availability  of  the  draft 
statement,  with  a  request  for  comments 
from  Interested  persons  on  the  draft 
statement.  The  summary  notice  will  also 


contain  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
comments  of  Federal  agencies  and  State 
and  local  officials  will  be  made  available 
when  received.  Upon  consideration  of 
comments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
draft  environmental  statement,  the  staff 
will  prepare  a  final  enviromnental  state¬ 
ment.  ^e  availability  of  which  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md..  this  26th  day . 
of  September  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  1-3,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.75-26388  Filed  10-l-75;8;46  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  i^ued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  describe  and  make  available  to 
the  pubUc  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and.  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  informatiim  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  3.32,  “General  De¬ 
sign  Guide  for  Ventilation  Systans  for 
Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants,’’  describes 
bases  acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  for  the 
design  of  ventilation  systems  for  fuel  re¬ 
processing  plants. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  (listed  below) 
or  (2)  improvements  in  all  published 
guides  are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Pub¬ 
lic  comments  on  Regulatory  Guide  3.32 
will,  however,  be  particularly  useful  in 
evaluating  the  need  for  an  early  revision 
if  received  by  December  1,  1975. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  CcMumission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an  au¬ 
tomatic  distribution  Ust  for  single  c<H>les 
of  future  guides  should  be  made  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Telephone  requests  cannot  be  accom¬ 
modated.  Regulatory  Guides  are  not 
copyrighted  and  Commission  approval  is 
not  required  to  reproduce  them. 

Other  DivMon  3  Regulatory  Guides 
currently  being  devd(^>ed  include  the 
f (blowing: 

Control  of  Stainless  Steel  Welding  for  Safety- 
Related  Components  oi  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants. 


Corrosion  Testing  and  Evaluation  of  Metals 
for  Application  in  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants. 

General  Fire  Protection  Guide  for  Fuel  Re¬ 
processing  Plants. 

Standard  Format  and  Content  of  License  Ap¬ 
plications  for  Plutonium  Processing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants. 

Standard  Format  and  Content  of  License 
Applications  for  CcHumercial  Waste  Burial 
Facilities. 

Quality  Assurance  for  the  Design,  Construc¬ 
tion,  and  Operation  of  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants. 

Guide  for  Design,  Construction,  and  Op¬ 
eration  of  Ventilation  Systems  for  Plu¬ 
tonium  Fuel  Manufacturing  Plants. 

Design  Criteria  for  Plutonium  processing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants. 

Guide  to  the  Preparation  of  Emergency  Plans 
for  Uranium  and  Plutonium  Processing 
and  Fuel  Fabrication  Plants. 

Design  Criteria  for  Spent  Fuel  Storage  Fa¬ 
cilities  at  HTGR  Sites. 

Guide  for  Design  of  Irradiated  Fuel  Receiving 
and  Storage  Facilities. 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Con¬ 
sequences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  in  LWR 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants. 

Selection,  Training,  and  Qualification  of  Per¬ 
sonnel  for  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants. 
Temporary  Storage  of  Sgh-Level  Liquid 
Waste  at  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants. 
Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Con¬ 
sequences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  in  Fuel 
Reprocessing  Plants. 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Con¬ 
sequences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  in 
Plutonium  Processing  and  Fuel  Fabrica¬ 
tion  Plants. 

Confinement  Structures  and  Systems  for 
Plutonliim  Processing  and  Fuel  Fabrica¬ 
tion  Plants. 

Protection  Systems  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants  and  for  Plutonium  Processing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants. 

Design  Basis  Floods  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants. 

Criteria  for  Gaseous  Radioactive  Effluent 
Systems  at  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants. 
Design  Criteria  for  Derommissioning  of  Nu¬ 
clear  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants. 

Definition  of  Radioactive  Waste  Categories. 
Codes  Applicable  to  Quality.  Control  and 
Fabrication  of  Metallic  Structures,  Sys¬ 
tems,  and  Components  for  Fuel  Reproces¬ 
sing  Plants. 

Administrative  Controls  for  Nuclear  Fuel 
Reprocessing  Plants. 

Identification  of  Accidents  To  Be  Considered 
in  Safety  Analysis  Reports  for  Enrich¬ 
ment  Facilities. 

(5  U.S.C.  5S2(a) ) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  25th  day 
of  September  1975. 

For  The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 
Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
IFR  Doc.75-26390  FUed  10-l-76;8;46  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intmded  for  use  in 
collecting  InfOTmatlon  fixm  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  mi  SeptMnber  29,  1975  (44 
use  3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing 
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this  list  in  the  Fsobral  Rbchstir  is  to 
inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received:  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collecUon  of  in¬ 
formation;  tiie  agency  form  number(s) , 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  informaticm  is  proposed  to  be  c(d- 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  aiH>ear 
to  raise  no  signtficsmt  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  clearance  office,  office  ot  manage¬ 
ment  and  budget.  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  .Forms 

DEPARTMXKT  OV  HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND 
WELFARE 

Center  lor  EHseaee  Control,  Pilot  Test  of 
Methodology  for  Evaluating  Alternative 
Methods  at  Venereal  Dlsectse  Education  in 
School  gystema,  CDCBSS  OSSS,  single-time, 
students  in  gr^es  7  through  12,  Oecurge 
Hall,  39B-6140. 

Office  of  Educatl<m: 

Survey  for  Right  to  Read — ^Public  Opinion, 
OE-406-1,  single-time,  adults  In  the 
U.S.,  Joan  Turek. 

Basic  Orant  Participation  Sheet,  OE  433, 
on  occasion,  postsecondary  Institutions, 
Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration,  Description 
of  Shipps  Operations — Shipper  Question¬ 
naire,  MCS-137A,  single-time,  shippers  of 
hazardous  materials  via  motor  carrier, 
Lowry,  B.  L.,  396-3772. 

Revisions 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Quarterly  Survey  of  Interest  Rates  on  Loans 
to  Business,  FR  467,  quarterly,  commercial 
banks,  Hulett,  D.  T.,  395-4730. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  Of  Education,  Dally  Attendance  of 
Handicapped  ChUdren  In  Schools  Operated 
or  Supported  by  State  Agencies,  OE  2274, 
annually.  State  Agencies,  Joan  Turek. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
IFR  Doc.75-26458  Filed  10-l-75;8;45  am] 


[Rescission  Circular  No.  A-38] 

HEADS  OF  EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS 
AND  ESTABLISHMENTS 

Furnishing  Information  Concerning  Com 
pensation  of  Federal  Employees  to 
States  and  Other  Governmental  Units 
Taxing  Compensation  for  Personal  Serv¬ 
ices 

September  25, 1975. 
Office  of  Managonent  and  Budget  Cir¬ 
cular  No.  A-38,  Revised,  dated  March  25, 

1974,  is  herdiy  rescinded.  This  action  is 
taken  as  a  result  of  the  enactment  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-579), 
which  liecomes  effective  September  27, 

1975. 


The  Prtvdcy  Act  prcd^ikitts  the  disclo¬ 
sure  of  “any  record  *  *  *  to  any  person, 
or  to  another  agency”  unless  such  dis¬ 
closure  is  autlmrized  tn  writing  by  the 
“individual  to  whmn  the  record  pertains” 
or  is  eiqiressly  authorized  by  the  Act 
[Section  3(b)].  There  is  no  statutory 
basis  for  A-38’s  provision  of  information 
on  taxable  compensation  of  Federal  em¬ 
ployees  to  State  and  local  taxing  juris¬ 
dictions.  Furthermore,  neither  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice,  nor  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  attorneys  can 
assert  any  lawful  basis  to  allow  con¬ 
tinuation  of  A-38  functions. 

Thus,  based  on  the  lack  of  authority 
to  continue  A-38  functions  in  light  of 
the  Privacy  Act,  and  the  criminal  and 
civil  sanctions  of  the  Act,  OMB  hereby 
rescinds  Circular  A-38. 

-  James  T.  Lynn, 
Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-28324  Filed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

BOISE  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Boise  District  Advisory  Council  will  hold 
a  public  meeting  at  10:00  a.m.,  Monday. 
November  3,  1975,  at  the  Royal  Restau¬ 
rant,  1112  Main  Street,  Boise,  Idaho,  to 
discuss  such  business  as  may  be  presented 
by  members,  staff  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration,  and  others  present. 

For  further  infonnatlon,  write  or  call 
Oliver  T.  Davis,  P.O.  2618,  Boise,  Idaho 
83701  (208)  342-2711  extension  2516. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 
[FR  Doc.76-26346  FUed  10-1-75:8:46  ami 


[License  No.  02/05-00681 

CANAVERAL  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Conflict  of  Interest  Transaction 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Canaveral 
Capital  Corporation  (Canaveral) ,  26 
Court  Street  (Suite  902) ,  Brookl3m.  New 
York  11242,  a  Federal  Licensee  under 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  107.1004(b)  of 
the  SBA  Rules  and  Regulations  govern¬ 
ing  small  business  investment  companies 
(13  cnF  107.1004  (1975) ) ,  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  the  conflict 
of  interest  regulations. 

The  exemption,  if  granted,  will  permit 
Canaveral  to  finance  S.  PoUina  Jewelers, 
Inc.  (Pollina).  PoUina,  which  is  located 
in  Lyndhurst,  New  Jersey,  is  wholly 
owned  by  Mr.  Salvatore  PoUina,  an  of¬ 
ficer,  director  and  less  than  5  percent 
shareholder  of  Canaveral  The  proposed 
financing  is  in  the  form  of  a  5  year  loan 
of  $48,000  with  an  option  to  purchase 
10  percent  of  the  stock  of  the  concern. 
Mr.  PoUina  is  considered  to  be  an  “As¬ 
sociate  of  the  Licensee”  under  paragraph 
,(a)  of  the  definition  of  that  term  in  Sec¬ 
tion  107.3  of  the  Regulations  and  the 


PoUina  concern  owned  1^  him  is  also  an 
Associate  of  4he  licensee  under  para¬ 
graph  (f)  oM&EMUQglilatory  definition  of 
that  term.  Thi»Cauz  kction,  therefiMe, 
wiU  require  an  exemption  pursuant  to 
Section  107.1004(b)(1)  oC  the  Regula¬ 
tions. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  per¬ 
son  may,  no  later  than  fifteen  (15)  days 
from  the  date.i^  the  pubUcation  of  this 
notice,  submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  transaction  to:  Deputy  Asso¬ 
ciate  Administrator  for  Investment, 
SmaU  Business  Administration,  1441  “L” 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
New  Yoric  City  and  Newark,  New  Jersey. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 
[FR  Doc.75-26345  FUed  l(^l-76;8:45  am] 

DALLAS  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Public  Meeting 

The  SmaU  Business  Administration 
DaUas  District  Advisory  CouncU  wlU  bold 
a  pubUc  meeting  at  9:30  am.,  McHiday, 
October  20,  1975,  at  the  Texas  Bank  & 
Trust  Ccxnpaay,  One  Main  Place,  DaUas, 
Texas,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  members,  staff  of  the 
Sm^l  Business  Administration,  and 
others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  caU 
L.  H.  Hudspeth,  1100  Commerce  Street, 
DaUas,  Texas  75202,  (214)  749-2706. 

Dated:  September  23, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 
[FR  Doc.75-26347  Filed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


NEWARK  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Public  Meeting 

The  SmaU  Business  Administration 
Newark  District  Advlkiry  CouncU  wUl 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:30  a.m., 
Wednesday,  October  22,  1975,  at  the 
Ramada  Inn,  36  Valley  Road,  Clark,  New 
Jersey,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  members,  staff  of  the 
SmaU  Business  Administration,  and 
others  present. 

For  further  information  write  or  call 
Andrew  P.  Lynch,  970  Broad  Street, 
Newark,  New  JCTsey  07102,  or  caU  (201> 
645-3580. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

[FR  DOC.75-26348  FUed  10-1-75:8:45  am] 


OMAHA  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNaL 
Public  Meeting 

The  SmaU  Business  Administration 
Omaha  District  AdviscMry  CouncU  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:30  a.m., 
Thursday,  November  6,  1975,  at  the  VUla 
Inn,  1227  Omaha  Street,  Norfolk, 
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Nebraska,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  members,  staff  of  Um 
Small  Business  Administratioa.  and 
others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Rick  S.  Budd,  215  North  Sevoite^th 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebraska  68102,  (402) 
221-3620. 

Dated:  September  23, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

[FR  DOC.7&-26340  FUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 

PORTLAND  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 

COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Portland  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:30  ajn.,  Thurs¬ 
day,  October  23,  1975,  at  the  Ramada 
Inn,  310  Southwest  Lincoln,  Portland, 
Ore^n,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  members,  staff  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration,  and 
others  present. 

For  further  Information,  write  or  call 
A.  E.  liOfstrand,  700  Pittcck  Block,  921 
S.W.  Washington  Street,  Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon  97205,  (503)  221-3461. 

Dated:  September  23, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

[FB  Doc.75-a63S0  FUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

ITA-W-174] 

F.  JOSEPH  LAMB  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli- 

gibiiity  To  Ap^y  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  September  22,  1975,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed 
under  Sectkm  221(a>  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  (“the  Act”)  by  the  United  Auto¬ 
mobile,  Aerospace  &  Agricultural  Imple¬ 
ment  Workers  of  America  on  behalf  (ff 
the  workers  and  former  workers  of  Drill- 
way  Division  of  F.  Joseph  Lamb  Com¬ 
pany,  Warren,  Michigan  (TA-W-174) . 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  In¬ 
stituted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  special  auto¬ 
mated  machinery  for  handling  of  mate¬ 
rial  related  to  the  automobile  industry 
produced  by  F,  Joseph  Lamb  Company 
or  an  apiHCHPriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  induction,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  pfurtial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  wmrkers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 


mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  bei^  and  the  subdivision  oi  the  firm 
involved.  A  groim  meeting  the  eliglMlity 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  c^iified  aa  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showW  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
OfiBce  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  October  13,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  OfiBce  of  the 
Acting  Director,  OfiBce  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  September  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

IFR  Doc.75-26391  FUed  10-l-75;8:46  am] 


ITA-W-173] 

OUTBOARD  MARINE  CORP. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  September  22,  1975,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed 
imder  section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  (“the  Act”)  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  wotimrs  of  OMC- 
Lincbln-Cushman,  Lincoln,  Ndiraska,  a 
division  of  Outboard  Marine  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Waukegan,  Illinois,  and  Cushman 
Sales  and  Services  of  Florida,  West  Palm 
Beach,  Florida  and  Chishman  Sales  apd 
Service  of  Illinois,  Addison,  Illinois, 
wholly  owned  subsidiaries  of  Outboard 
Marine  CorporatUm,  Waukegan,  Illinois 
(TA-W-173). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  OfiBce 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CTR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  golf  cars  pro¬ 
duced  by  Outboard  Marine  Corporation 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thercMiff 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  abso¬ 
lute  decline  in  sales  or  inroduction,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investlgatkm  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threat^ied 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 


requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the,subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  OfiBce 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  Oc¬ 
tober  13,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  OfiBce  of  the 
Acting  Director,  OfiBce  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St  and  Constitution  Ave.  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  September  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FB  Doc.75-26^^3  FUed  10-1-75:8:46  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  No.  872] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

September  29, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  mily 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as- 
sigmnents  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  OfiBcial  Docket 
of  the  Cmnmissitxi.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  tojiublish  notices  of  cancellation  of 
hearings  as  pnHnptly  as  possible,  but  in¬ 
terested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
st^  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postixinements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested.  * 

MC  113528  Sub-24,  Marcury  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  assign^  November  3.  1875,  at 
Baton  Bouge,  Louisiana.  wUl  be  held  at  the 
White  House  Inn,  1575  Riverside  North. 

MC  112520  Sub-SOl,  McKenale  Tank  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  November  11,  1976,  at 
Atlanta,  (leorgla,  wUl  be  held  In  Boom  220, 
Post  OCBce  A  Covutiiouse  BuUdlng,  67  For¬ 
syth  Street. 

MC  128762  Sub-1 1,  P.  L.  Lawton,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  November  11,  1075,  at  the 
Offlees  at  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  103926  Sub-42.  W.  T.  Mayfield  Sons 
Trucking,  Co.,  now  assigned  November  4, 
1975,  at  Atlanta,  Georgia;  will  be  held  In 
Boom  656,  Federal  Office  Building,  276 
Peachtree  Street  NE 

MC  103993  Sub-848,  Morgan  Drlve-Away,  Inc. 
and  MC  107295  Sub-749,  Pie-Fab  TTanslt 
Co.,  A  Corporation,  now  assigned  Novem¬ 
ber  10.  1976,  at  Atlanta,  Georgia;  will  be 
held  In  Boom  305,  1252  West  Peachtree 
St.NW. 

MO  113865  Sob-303,  International  Transport, 
Inc.  and  MO  115311  Sob-ITS,  JAM  Tram- 
portation  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1975,  at  Atlanta,  Georgia;  win  be 
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held  in  Room  556,  Federal  Office  Building, 
275  Peachtree  Street  NE. 

No.  36106,  Dlxle-Land  Iron  and  Metal  Co., 
Inc.  V.  The  Southern  Railway  Company, 
now  assigned  November  12, 1975  at  Atlanta, 
Georgia;  will  be  held  in  Room  305,  1252 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW. 

AB-1  Sub  26,  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  Abcmdonment 
Between  Dakota  City  and  Wayne  Counties, 
Nebraska,  now  assigned  November  11,  1976 
at  Wayne,  Nebraska,  is  canceled,  and  re¬ 
assign^  November  10,  1976  (3  days)  at 
Wayne,  Nebraska;  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  730  Sub-364,  Pacific  Intermountain  Ex¬ 
press  Co.,  continued  to  December  2,  1975 
(9  days)  at  Dallas,  Texas;  in  Room  5A16- 
17  New  Federal  Building,  1100  Commerce 
Street. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26414  Filed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  89] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October  2,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  212(b) .  206(a) .  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereimder  (49  CPR  Part 
1132),  appear  below: 

Each  al^lication  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  bf  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  October  22, 
1975.  Pursuant  to  Section  17(8)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  order  in  that  proceeding 
pending  its  dii^.isition.  The  matters 
relied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  th^r  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-75677.  By  order  dated 
September  25,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier 
Board,  on  reconsideration,  ai^roved  the 
transfer  to  BTC,  Inc.,  SaxontMU^,  Pa.,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC  83610  Issued  by  the 
Commission  May  4,  1956,  to  A.  W.  Bau¬ 
man,  Jr.,  Darlington,  Pa.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  fire  clay  shapes,  clay 
pour^  channels,  fire  clay  saggers,  coal 
and  raw  clay,  grog  and  saggers  scrap, 
silicon  carbide  grains,  and  pallets  and 
skids,  to  and  from  named  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Illinois. 
Jos^^  Manion  Ludwig,  Esquire,  Attor¬ 
ney  for  BTC.  Inc.,  312  Prick  Building. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219. 

No.  MCJ-PC-75752.  By  order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1975,  Division  3.  acting  as  an 
Appellate  Dlvisi<Hi.  {q>proved  the  trans¬ 
fer  to  Vulcan  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  Phison, 
Ala.,  of  that  portion  the  (n>eratlng 
rights  In  Certificate  No.  MC  99653  (Sub- 


No.  3),  issued  December  8,  1970,  to  Vic¬ 
tory  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  Blmxingham, 
Ala.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
commodities  which  by  reasrni  of  size  or 
weight  required  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Alabama.  R.  Conner  Wig¬ 
gins,  Jr.,  Suite  909-100,  North  Main 
Building,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103  and 
John  P.  Carlton,  903  Frank  Nelson  Build¬ 
ing,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203.  Attorneys 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75864.  By  order  entered 
September  26,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  East- 
West  Refrigerated  Freight  Lines,  of  Na¬ 
perville,  HI.,  of  the  operating  rights  set 
forth  in  Permits  Nos.  MC  134793  (Sub- 
No.  2) ,  and  MC  134793  (Sub-No.  3) ,  is¬ 
sued  January  18,  1972,  and  August  1, 
1974,  respectively,  to  East-West  Refrig¬ 
erated  Freight  lines,  Naperville,  HI.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  storm 
windows  and  doors,  assembled  and 
glazed,  fibre-glass  and  aluminiun  awn¬ 
ings,  and  aluminiun  patio  covers, 
knocked  down,  from  the  plantsite  of  Kln- 
kead  Industries,  Inc.,  at  Warrenville,  HI., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Kinkead  Industries,  Inc.;  and  various 
specified  commodities,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Chicago 
Mastic  Company  at  Chicago  and  Rose- 
mont,  HI.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Alabama,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia.  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina),  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  imder 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Chicago  Mastic  Company.  Donald  S. 
Mullins,  4704  W.  Irving  Park  Rd.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  60641,  attorney  for  applicants. 

*  No.  MC-F(>-76025.  By  order  of  Septem¬ 
ber  29, 1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Frank  Hamilton 
War^ouses,  Inc.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  of 
the  operating  rights  in  certificate  No. 
MC  18950  issued  February  27,  1942,  to 
Charles  Wakeman,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  household 
goods  between  points  in  Hamilton 
County,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Indiana  and  Ken¬ 
tucky.  j£unes  W.  Muldoon,  50  West 
^oad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215  At¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-76086.  By  order  entered 
September  26,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  Dalke 
Trani!^x)rt,  Inc.,  Moundridge,  Kans.,  of  the 
operating  rights  set  forth  in  Certificates 
Nos.  MC  117375  (Sub-No.  2) ,  MC  117375 
(Sub-No.  4) ,  MC  117375  (Sub-No.  5) ,  MC 
117375  (Sub-No.  6) .  and  MC  117375  (Sub- 
No.  8) ,  Issued  by  the  Commission  July  8, 
1968,  November  1, 1967,  January  18, 1968, 
January  13,  1969,  and  August  25,  1972, 
respectively,  to  Branson  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
I^ons,  Kans.,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  clay  products,  artificial  stone, 
masonry  products,  masonry  articles,  con¬ 
crete  blociffi,  and  concrete  brickstone, 
firmn,  to  and  between  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  OUahcxna.  Nebraska, 


New  Mexico.  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Texas, 
Arkansas,  Illinois.  Minnesota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Wisconsin,  and  North  Dakota. 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.,  66603,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-76096.  By  order  entered 
September  26,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  J  J  &  H 
Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  Inwood,  N.Y.,  of  the 
operating  rights  set  forth  in  Permits  Nos. 
MC  139523  (Sub-No.  1)  and  MC  139523 
(Sub-No.  2),  issued  May  7,  1975,  and 
September  16,  1974  (as  corrected  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1974),  respectively,  to  John 
Ardito  and  Harold  liaum,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  J  &  H  Ticking  Co., 
Inwood,  N.Y.,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  carpeting,  rugs,  and  padding, 
and  such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in, 
used  by,  and  sold  by  retailers  and  dis¬ 
tributors  of  carpeting,  rugs,  and  padding, 
from,  to,  and  between  specified  points  in 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Bruce  J.  Robbins,  One  Lefrak  City 
Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y.  11368,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

I  SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.75-26416  Piled  10-1-75;  8: 46  am] 


(Notice  No.  109] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

Septehber  25,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applictions  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  Section  210a.(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CPR  1131.3,  Hiese  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no  lat¬ 
er  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the 
date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  identify  the  op¬ 
erating  authority  upon  which  it  is  pred¬ 
icated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket  and 
“Sub”  number  and  quoting  the  particular 
portion  of  authority  upon  which  it  relies. 
Also,  the  protestant  shall  specify  the 
service  it  can  and  will  provide  and  the 
amount  and  type  of  equipment  it  will 
make  available  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  governed  by  the  complete¬ 
ness  and  pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  sigi^cant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  result^  frcMn  ap», 
proval  of  its  application.  i 

A  c(H>y  of  the  apidication  is  on  flle^ 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  ot  thej 
Secretary,  Interstate  Ckunineroe  Oomrs 
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mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  I.C.C.  Field  OfiBce  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  2392  (Sub-No.  lOOTA),  filed 
September  17,  1975,  Applicant: 

WHEELER  TRANSPORT  SERVICE, 
INC.,  7722  P  St.,  P.O.  Box  14248,  West 
Omaha  Station,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68114.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Keith  D, 
Wheeler  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transp>orting:  Liquid  fertilizer  so¬ 
lutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  terminal  site  of  Agrico  Chemical 
Company,  at  or  near  Falls  City,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Missouri  and  Kansas,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  J.  J. 
Stefanec,  Manager  of  Transportation 
Legislation,  Agrico  Chemical  Company, 
P.O.  Box  3166,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74101.  Send 
protests  to:  Carroll  Russell,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Suite  620,  110  North  14th  St., 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  33500  (Sub-No.  20TA),  filed 
September  16,  1975.  Applicant:  PYRA¬ 
MID  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  479  South  Air¬ 
port  Blvd.,  South  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94080.  Applicant’s  representative:  Dan 
J.  Lutkenhouse  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting:  Used 
household  goods,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  trafiBc  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement,  in  containers,  be¬ 
yond  the  points  authorized,  between 
Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Utah, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Wyoming  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Calif¬ 
ornia,  Oregcm,  Washington,  Texas,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  New  York,  Florida,  ,  Georgia, 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  and  Alabama,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  There  are  ap¬ 
proximately  12  statements  of  support 
attached  to  the  application,  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  Interstate  CcHnmerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  cop¬ 
ies  thereof  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  field  ofiQoe  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Claud  W.  Reeves,  District  Sup¬ 
ervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  450  Golden  Gate 
Ave.,  Box  36004,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94102. 

No.  MC  61396  (Sub-No.  289TA) ,  filed 
September  18,  1975.  Applicant:  HER¬ 
MAN  BROS.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  189,  2565 
St.  Marys  Ave.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68101.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Smith, 
II,  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  fertilizer  so¬ 
lutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  terminal  site  of  Agrico  CSiemical 
Company,  at  or  near  Falls  City,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Kansas, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  J.  J. 
Stefanec,  Manager  of  Transportation 
Legislation,  Agrico  Chemical  Company, 
P.O.  Box  3166,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74101.  Send 
protests  to:  Carroll  Russell,  District  Su¬ 


pervisor,  Suite  620,  110  North  14th  St., 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  104832  (Sub-No.  IOTA) .  filed 
September  18, 1975.  Applicant:  HOLMAN 
TRANSFER  (X)MPANY,  49  SE.  Clay 
St.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97214.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  NW.  23rd  Ave.,  Portland,  Oreg. 
97210.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by- motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Sugar,  dry, 
in  bulk,  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  to  Spo¬ 
kane,  Wash.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  California  and  Hawaiian  Sugar 
Company,  No.  1  California  St.,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  94106.  Send  protests  to: 
W.  J.  Huetig,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Ccanmission,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse, 
Portland,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  107541  (Sub-No.  36TA) ,  filed 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  MAGEE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  18101  SE. 
McLoughlin  Blvd.,  Milwaukie,  Oreg. 
97222.  Apphcant’s  representative:  David 
C.  White,  2400  SW.  Fomth  Ave.,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pulpboard  panels,  particlehoard  and 
prefinished  plywood,  from  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon  to  port  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary,  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  near  OrovUle,  Wash.,  restricted 
to  traffic  moving  in  foreign  commerce. 
Applicant  will  tack  with  its  authority, 
issued  by  British  Columbia  to  provide 
through  service  to  destination  points,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  J.  Fyfe 
Smith  Company,  Ltd.,  424  Drake  St., 
Vancouver,  B.C.,  Canada.  Send  protests 
to:  Ar.  E.  Odoms,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  114  Pioneer  Court¬ 
house,  Portland,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  112266  (Sub-No.  8TA),  filed 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  cIrAY- 
CRAFT  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  267, 
Upper  Sandusky,  Ohio  44315.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Hazel  Franks  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bricks,  from  New  Hudson,  Mich.,  to 
Lucas  Coimty,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Kuhlman  Corp.,  P.O. 
Box  714,  1845  CoUingwood  Ave.,  Toledo, 
Ohio  43695.  Send  protests  to:  Keith  D. 
Warner,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  313  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  234 
Summit  St.,  Toledo,  Ohio  43604. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  353TA),  filed 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  EltlCK- 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORPORATION, 
2105  East  Dale  St.,  P.O.  Box  3180  GB.S.. 
Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  B.  B.  Whitehead  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  apphcant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Rum,  distilled  spirits,  wine  and  wine 
products,  in  bulk,  from  Roberta  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  to  Dayton,  N.J.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Monarch  Wine 
Company  of  Georgia,  P.O.  Box  6847,  At¬ 


lanta,  Ga.  30315.  Send  protests  to:  John 
V.  Barry,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Conunerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  600  Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut  St., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  115931  (Sub-No.  32TA) ,  filed 
September  16.  1975.  Applicant:  BEE 
LINE  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  925,  Baker,  Mont.  59313.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  R.  Davidson,  Room 
805,  Midland  Bank  Bldg..  Billings,  Mont. 
59101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting:  Coal, 
packaged  in  bags  and/or  boxes  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  protec¬ 
tion,  handling  and  sale  of  the  product, 
from  Casper,  and  Sheridan,  Wyo.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Idaho.  Il¬ 
linois,  Iowa,  Minnesota.  Missouri.  Mon¬ 
tana.  Nevada,  New  Mexico.  Oregon, 
Utah  and  Washington,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Gordon  T.  Peters, 
President,  Fireplace  Fuels.  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  3744,  Casper,  Wyo.  82601.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Paul  J.  Labane,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Room  222,  U.S.  P.O.  Bldg.,  Billings,  Mont. 
59101. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  552TA),  filed 
September  19,  1975.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  188,  Elm  Spring,  Ark.  72728.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Gimmel  &  Wei- 
man,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave.,  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Md.  20760.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemical  products  viz;  coal  tar 
dyes,  chemicals,  N.O.I.:  cryolite;  dye  in¬ 
termediates;  iron  oxide;  liquid  latex; 
plastic  materials;  resins;  nd)ber,  com¬ 
pound  and  crude;  titanium  dioxide; 
zinc  oxide,  from  Union.  Bayonne,  Eliza¬ 
beth  and  New  Brunswick.  N.J..  and  Mo- 
bay  Chemical  Corporation  Plant,  Na¬ 
trium  Marshal  County,  W.  Va.,  to  points 
in  California,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Verona  Dyestuff  Div.,  Mobay 
Chemical  Corp.,  Metropc^tan  Park. 
P.O.  Box  385,  Union,  N.J.  07083.  Send 
protests  to:  William  H.  l£.nd,  Jr.,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  3108  Federal  Office 
Bldg.,  700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72201. 

No.  MC  124711  (Sub-No.  36TA),  filed 
September  18, 1975.  Applicant:  BECKER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  1050,  El  Do¬ 
rado,  Kans.  67042.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  T.  M.  Brown,  223  Ciudad  Bldg., 
Oklahoma  Cfity.  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  fertilizer  solutions, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  ter¬ 
minal  site  of  Agrico  Chemical  Company, 
at  or  near  Falls  City,  Nebt.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Missouri  and  Kansas,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Agrico  Chemical 
Coiimany,  P.O.  Box  3166,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74101.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  501  Petroleum  Bldg.,  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  125161  (Sub-No.  19TA),  filed 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  UNI'TED 
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PREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  671  Chestnut  St., 
North  Andover,  Mass.  01845.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  C.  O’Brien,  15 
Court  Sq.,  Bost(xi,  Mass.  02108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irreg^r  routes, 
transporting:  Granulated  limestone,  in 
bulk,  in  specially  designed  pneiunatic 
self-unloading  tank  vehicles,  from 
Adams,  Mass.,  to  Saco,  Maine,  imder  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Boston  Peed  Supply  Corp.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Boston  Peed  Supply 
Corp.,  177  Milk  St.,  Boston,  Mass,  02109. 
Send  protests  to:  Max  Gorenstein,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  150  Causeway  St.,  Boston, 
Mass.  02114. 

No.  MC  126243  (Sub-No.  14TA) ,  filed 
September  19,  1975.  Applicant:  ROB¬ 
ERTS  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  ffighway 
271  South,  Poteau,  Okla.  74953.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Prentiss  Shelley 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  latex  and  liquid 
foam  rubber,  in  bulk,  in  shipper  owned 
trailers,  from  Poteau,  Okla.,  to  Lewis¬ 
ville,  Monticello  and  Hope,  Ark.;  Des 
Moines,  Iowa;  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  and  Hills¬ 
boro  and  Marlin,  Tex.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Textile  Rubber  and 
Chemical  Company,  Route  1,  Dalton,  Ga. 
30720.  Send  protests  -^o:  William  H. 
Land,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  3108  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Bldg.,  700  West  Capitol,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  126645  (Sub-No.  6TA) ,  filed 
September  18, 1975.  Applicant:  ORSCXJE 
ORWICK  AND  PRANCES  ORWICK,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  ROSCOE  AND  FRANCES, 
163  Kings  Highway,  Bellemead,  Altoona, 
Pa.  16602.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806  Frick  Bldg.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ice  cream,  frozen  dairy  products, 
fruit  juices,  sherbert.  milk,  cottage 
cheese,  buttermilk,  yogurt  and  other 
dairy  products,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Sealtest  Poods,  Division  of  Kraftco  Corp., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Dunkirk,  N.Y.,  in 
refrigerated  vehicles,  under  a  contimiing 
contract  with  Sealtest  Poods,  Division  of 
Kraftco  Corp.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Sealtest  Foods,  Division  of 
Kraftco  Corporation,  5501  Tabor  Ave., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19120.  Send  protests 
to:  James  C.  Donaldson,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  2111  Federal 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222. 

No.  MC  127737  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
September  19,  1975.  Applicant:  JIM  ED¬ 
WARD  GODFREY,  Route  8,  Gaffney, 
S.C.  29340.  Am>licant’s  representative: 
Mitchell  King.  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1628,  Gren¬ 
ville,  S.C.  29602.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fertilizer  materials 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  dump  vehi¬ 
cles)  ,  from  points  in  Spartanburg 
County,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Georgia  north 


of  1-20  including  but  not  limited  to  the 
towns  of  Rome,  Cartersville,  Dalton, 
Gainesville,  Cummings,  Jefferson,  Blalrs- 
ville.  Commerce,  Toccoa,  LawrencevlUe, 
Royston,  Elberton,  and  others,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  International 
Minerals  &  Chemical  Corp.,  P.O.  Box 
5398,  Spartanburg,  S.C.  29304.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to;  E.  E.  Strotheid,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Room  302,  1400  Pickens  St.,  Columbia, 
S.C.  29201. 

No.  MC  128988  (Sub-No.  69TA) ,  filed  - 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  JO/KEL, 
INC.,  159  South  Seventh  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
1249,  City  of  Industry,  Calif.  91749.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn,  P.O.  Box  32028,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Air  con¬ 
ditioning,  camping,  heating,  recreational 
and  mobile  home  equipment,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  utilized  in 
the  manufacture,  distribution  and  sale 
of  air  conditioning,  camping,  heating, 
mobile  home  and  recreational  equip¬ 
ment,  from  Santa  Fe  Springs,  Calif.,  to 
Ocala,  Fla.;  Americus,  Ga.;  Boise,  Idaho; 
Portland,  Oreg.;  Camp  Hill,  Pa.,  and 
Dallas,  Tex.  Restrictions:  Restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk  or  those  which  by  reason  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment.  Further  restricted  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
The  Coleman  Company,  Inc.,  Wichita, 
Kans.  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
The  Coleman  Company,  Inc.,  250  North 
S.  Francis,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202.  Send 
protests  to:  Mildred  I.  Price,  Transpor¬ 
tation  Assistant,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  1321  Federal  Bldg., 
300  North  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  64TA),  filed 
September  19,  1975.  Applicant:  OVER¬ 
LAND  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2667, 
New  Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (A)  Glassware, 
glass-ceramUnvare.  electric  appliances. 
and  (B)  parts  and  accessories  of  the 
commodities  in  (A)  above  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  from  Greencastle,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska 
and  those  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  36  (except  Chicago,  ni., 
and  points  in  the  Chicago,  HI.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone) ,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantsite  and/or  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Coming  Glass  Works  at  Or  near 
Greencastle,  Pa.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shii^r:  Coming  Glass  Works, 
Houghton  Park,  Coming,  N.Y.  14830. 
Send  protests  to:  Raymond  T.  Jones, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Conunission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414 
Federal  Bldg.,  &  U.S.  Courthouse,  110  8. 
4th  St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  134783  (Sub-No.  34TA),  filed 
Septonber  17,  1975.  Applicant:  DIRECT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  786,  Plainview, 


Tex.  79022.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  M.  Williams,  646  Metropolitan 
Bldg.,  Dmver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I,  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  utilized 
by  MBPXL  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Friona  and  Plainview,  Tex.,  to  points 
within  50  miles  radius  of  Chicago,  HI., 
including  Chicago,  HI.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  MBPXL  Corporation, 
Box  2519,  Wichita,  Kans.  67201.  Send 
protests  to:  Haskell  E.  Ballard,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Box  H- 
4395  Herring  Plaza,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79101. 

No.  MC  135634  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
September  19,  1975.  Applicant:  JOSEPH 
M.  HANEY,  SR.,  doing  business  as  J.  M. 
HANEY  TRUCKING  CO.,  4754  Mahon¬ 
ing  Ave.,  Youngstown,  Ohio  44515.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Abraham  A.  Dia¬ 
mond,  29  South  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  545, 
Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Automotive  parts,  accessories, 
equipment  and  supplies.  oUier  than  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  from  the  facilities  of 
Midas-Intemational  Corp.,  in  Chicago, 
HI.,  to  points  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania 
and  West  Virginia,  imder  a  continuing 
cMitract  or  contracts  with  Midas-Inter¬ 
national  Corporation,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Midas-International 
Corporation,  4101  West  42nd  Place,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  60632.  Send  protests  to:  James 
Johnson,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  181  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  1240  East 
Ninth  St.,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199. 

No._  MC  136832  (Sub-No.  2TA) ,  filed 
September  18,  1975.  Applicant:  SOUTH¬ 
ERN  IDAHO  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  W,  Filer,  Idaho  83328.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Kenneth  G.  Bergquist, 
P.O.  Box  1775,  Boise,  Idaho  83701.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fiberboard  boxes, 
corrugated  fiber  pulpboard,  and  fiber - 
board  lining  material,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Longview  Fibre 
CMnpany,  at  or  near  Twin  Falls,  Idaho, 
to  Winnemucca,  Nev.,  and  reject^  ship¬ 
ments  on  return,  under  a  cimtinuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Longview  Fibre 
Company,  Twin  Falls,  Idaho,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Longview 
Fibre  Company,  P.O.  Box  387,  Twin  Falls, 
Idaho  83301.  Send  protests  to:  Barney  L. 
Hardin,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Cexnmission,  550  West  Fort 
St.,  Box  07.  Boise,  Idaho  83724. 

No.  MC  136899  (Sub-No.  14TA) ,  filed 
September  18,  1975.  Applicant:  HIG¬ 
GINS  TRANSPORTA'nON  LTD.,  824 
Valley  View  Drive,  Richland  Center,  Wis. 
53581.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wa3nie 
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Wilson,  329  W.  Wilson  St.,  Madison,  Wis. 
53701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plas~ 
tic  products  and  related  accessories,  (2) 
household  products  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  part  (1)  or  part  (3),  and  (3) 
curtain  and  drapery  rods,  between  Bara- 
boo,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Klein  Industries, 
Inc.,  715  Lyim  Ave.,  Baraboo,  Wis.  53913. 
Send  protests  to:  Barney  L.  Hardin,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  139  W.  Wilson  St.,  Room 
202,  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  ^ 

No.  MC  138530  (Sub-No.  18TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  August  19,  1975  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Septem¬ 
ber  2, 1975,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  C.  O.  P.  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  307  South  High  St.,  Cort¬ 
land,  Ohio  44410.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Warren  R.  Keck,  HI,  28  Souty  Sec¬ 
ond  St.,  Greenville,  Pa.  16125.  Autiiority 
sought  to  cgierate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Copper  and  copper  alloys, 
other  than  perforated  or  silver  plated. 
Viz:  sheet,  plate  and  strip,  scrap  and 
scrap  copper  alloy  (loose  or  in  contain¬ 
ers),  coils,  bars,  drawn,  rolled  or  ex¬ 
truded  between  the  plantsite  of  Hussey 
Metals  Division/Copper  Range  Co.,  Emi¬ 
nence,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Cleveland,  Ohio  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Hussey  Metals  Division/Cop¬ 
per  Rai^e  Co.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Hussey  Metals  Division/Cop¬ 
per  Range  Co.,  Eminence,  Ky.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  James  Johnson,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  181  Federal  Office 
Bldg.,  1240  East  Minth  St.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44199.  The  purpose  of  this  republi¬ 
cation  is  to  clarify  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription. 

No.  MC  138844  (Sub-No.  8TA),  filed 
September  19, 1975.  Applicant:  GAS  IN- 
(X>RPORAT]^,  87  Industrial  Ave.,  East, 
Lowell,  Mass.  01854.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  T.  Hildemann,  P.O.  Box 
4327,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07304.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquefied  natural  gas.  In 
bulk,  in  vacuum  insulated  cryogenic  tank 
vehicle,  (1)  from  CTarlstadt,  N.J.,  to  Prov¬ 
idence,  RJ.;  (2)  from  Providence,  R.I., 
to  Wilmington,  IM.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Delmarva  Power  and 
Light,  800  King  St.,  Wilmington,  DeL 
Send  protests  to:  Darrell  W.  Hammons, 
District  Supervisor.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  150  Causeway  St.,  Room 
501,  Boston,  Mass.  02114. 

No.  MC  139905  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
Septanber  18,  1975.  Applicant:  R.  B. 
STOCKY  AND  N.  M.  STOCKY,  doing 
business  as  S  &  S  DAIRIES,  Route  2, 
MoundrlcU^  Kans.  67107.  Applicant’s 
ra>resentative:  Clyde  N.  Chrlstey.  641 
Harrison  St.,  Top^,  Kans.  66603.  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Ice  cream  mix, 
sherbet  mix,  ice  milk,  popsicle  mix  and 
fudgsicle  mix,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
only,  between  Hutchinson,  Kans.,  and 
Denver,  Colo.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Jackson  Ice  Cream  Company, 
Inc.,  2600  East  Fourth,  Hutchinson, 
Kans.  67501.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  501  Petroleiun 
Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  140648  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
September  18,  1975.  Applicant:  FRANKS 
&  SON,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  108A,  Big 
Cabin,  Okla.  74332.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  E.  Frasier,  Mezzanine 
Floor,  Beacon  Bldg.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wood  products, 
such  as  toothpicks,  rolling  pins,  ice  cream 
sticks  and  clothes  pins;  Plastic  products, 
such  as  ice  cream  spoons,  cocktail  forks 
and  bulk  plastic  cutlery;  Sporting  goods, 
such  as  Croquet  sets,  b^  bats,  toboggans 
and  sleds,  (1)  from  Wilton,  Maine  to 
Hutchinson,  Kans.;  Salt  Lake  City  and 
Logan,  Utah;  Spokane  and  Tacoma, 
Wash.;  Portland,  Oreg.;  Union  CJity,  San 
Diego  and  Fresno,  Calif.;  Tulsa  and  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okl.  •  Tolleson,  Ariz.;  Hous¬ 
ton  and  San  Antonio,  Tex.;  Memphis, 
Tenn.;  Little  Rock,  Ark.;  Joplin,  Mo.; 
Miami,  Jacksonville,  Dodge  Island, 
Hialeah,  Orlando  and  Tampa,  Fla.;  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.;  Monroe,  La.;  Indianola  and 
Jackson,  Miss.;  (2)  frtxn  Guilford,  Maine, 
to  Dallas,  Tex.;  Los  Angeles  and  Ssin 
Francisco,  C^alif.;  Seattle,  Wash.;  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contract  with 
Forster  Mfg.  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Hardwood 
Products  Cwnpany,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  Forster  Mfg.  Co.,  Inc., 
Albert  C.  Heath,  Mgr.  Traffic,  Wilton, 
Maine  04294.  Hardwood  Products  Com¬ 
pany,  Donald  Templet,  Sales  Mgr.,  School 
St.,  Guilford,  Maine  04443.  Send  protests 
to:  Marie  Spillars,  Transportation  Assist¬ 
ant,  Interstate  Ck>mmerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  240  Old  P.O. 
Bldg.,  215  N.W.  Third,  Oklahoma  aty, 
Okla.  73102. 

Na  MC  140883  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
September  18,  1975.  AppUcant:  DOWNS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  2705 
Canna  Ridge  Circle,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30345.  Applicant’s  representative:  K.  Ed¬ 
ward  Wolcott,  1600  First  Federal  Bldg., 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Uncrated  store  fixtures,  fimn  the 
facilities  of  Warren/^erer  Division  of 
Elyisor  Industrial  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Marshall,  Mich.,  to  points  In  the  United 
States  (m  and  west  of  UJ3.  Highway  85, 
under  a  cmitinuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Warr^Sherer  Divlsimi  of  Kysor 
Industrial  C(^.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Warren/Sherer  Division  of 
Kyscv  Industrial  Oorp.,  West  Industrial 
Road,  Marshall,  Mkdt  49068.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  William  L.  Scroggsi.  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  OommMoe  Omn- 


mission,  1252  W.  Peachtree  St.,  NW., 
Room  546,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  141065  TA  (Correction) ,  filed 
June  19,  1975,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  July  8,  1975,  and  re¬ 
published  as  corrected  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  TOMMY  MOON,  doing  business  as 
MOON’S  GARAGE,  8139  West  Beaver 
St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32205.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lorense  H.  Blow,  6032 
Robbins  Circle  South,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32211.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a) 
Wrecked  and  disabled  vehicles  and  trail¬ 
ers:  (b)  Vehicles  and  trailers  as  replace¬ 
ment  for  wrecked  or  disabled  vehicles  and 
trailers;  (c)  Salvage  or  used  parts  for 
vehicles  and  trailers  when  being  trans¬ 
ported  on  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the 
same  time  as  commodities  set  forth 
above;  (d)  Repossessed  vehicles,  between 
points  in  Florida  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michi¬ 
gan  (east  of  Lake  Michigan) ,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tomessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  25  statements  of  support  atteched 
to  the  application  which  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies 
thereof  which  may  be  examined  at  the 
field  office  named  below.  Send  protests  to: 
G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay 
Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  correct  the 
applicant’s  name. 

No.  MC  141097  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  CAL- 
T^,  INC.,  3051  Capri  L^e.  Costa  Mesa, 
Calif.  92626.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Eric  Meierhoefer,  915  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
425  13th  St..  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Syn¬ 
thetic  yam  and  synthetic  fiber,  from  the 
plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities  of  (a) 
E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  and  Co.,  locat^ 
at  or  near  Seaford,  DeL,  to  the  facilities 
of  Pharr  Yarns,  located  at  or  near  Mc- 
Adenville.  Gastonia,  Belmont  and  Spen¬ 
cer  Moimtaln,  N.C.;  Clover,  S.C.;  Rome, 
Ga.;  and  Costa  Mesa,  Calif.;  (b)  E.  I.  du 
Pont  de  Nemours  and  Co.,  located  at  or 
near  Camden,  S.C.,  to  the  facilities  of 
Pharr  Yarns  located  at  or  near  McAden- 
vllle,  Gastonia,  Belmont  and  Spencer 
Mountain.  N.C.;  Rome,  Ga.;  and  Costa 
Mesa,  Calif.;  (c)  Mcmsanto  Compsmy. 
located  at  or  near  Greenwood.  S.C.,  and 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Pharr  Yarns,  located  at  or  near  McAden- 
ville,  Gastonia.  Belmcmt  and  l^iencer 
Mountain.  N.C.;  Rome,  Ga.;  and  Costa 
Mesa,  CaUf.;  (d)  Dow  Badishe  Co.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Anderson,  S.C.,  to  the 
facilities  of  .Pharr  Yams  located  at  or 
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near  McAdenville,  Gastcmla,  Belmont, 
and  Spencer  lioimtain,  N.C.;  Rome,  Ga.; 
and  Costa  Mesa,  Calif.;  (2)  Synthetic 
yam  and  synthetic  fiber,  (a)  between  the 
facilities  of  Pharr  Yams  located  at  or 
near  Costa  Mesa,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Dallas,  Marlin,  El  Paso, 
Hillsboro,  and  Houston,  Tex.;  Lake 
Charles,  La.;  Las  Cruces,  and  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex.;  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  and  points 
in  Oklahoma;  (b)  between  ^e  facilities 
of  Pharr  Yam  located  at  or  near  Mc- 
Adenville,  Gastonia,  Belmont  and  Spen¬ 
cer  Mountain,  N.C.;  Clover,  S.C.;  and 
Rome,  Ga. ;  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Dallas,  Marlin,  El  Paso,  Hillsboro, 
and  Houston,  Tex.;  Lake  Charles,  La.; 
Las  Cruces  and  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.; 
Phoenix,  Ariz.;  and  points  in  Oklahoma 
and  California;  (c)  from  the  facilities  of 
Pharr  Yarns  located  at  or  near  Costa 
Mesa,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Alabama,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina  and  Pennsylvania;  (d)  between 
the  facilities  of  Pharr  Yams  located  at  or 
near  McAdenviUe,  Gastonia,  Belmont, 
and  Spencer  Mountain,  N.C.;  Clover, 
S.C.;  and  Rome,  Ga.  Restriction;  The 
above-described  service  to  be  restricted 
to  transportation  to  be  performed  imder 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Pharr  Yarns,  Inc.,  of  McAdenviUe,  N.C., 
for  180  dasre.  Supporting  shipper:  Pharr 
Yams,  Inc.,  McAdenviUe,  N.C.  28101. 
Send  protests  to;  Mildred  I.  Price,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Room  1321  Federal 
Bldg.,  300  North  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  141281TA  (CorrecUon),  filed 
September  2, 1975,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  September  16, 
1975,  and  republished  as  (xureoted  this 
issue.  Applicant:  MINNESOTA  LINES, 
INC.,  Route  2,  Highway  13  North, 
Albert  Lea,  Minn.  56007.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Earl  H.  Scudder,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  hregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Agricnltural  and  industrial  insecticides, 
herbicides,  pesticides  and  chemicals  and 
empty  containers  for  the  commodities 
described  in  (2)  below  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^iicles) ,  from  the 
facilities  of  Imperial,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Albeit  Lea,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Cok^ado, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming;  and  (2) 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  pack¬ 
aging  processing,  formulating,  produc¬ 
tion,  blending  and  storage  of  the  com¬ 
modities  described  in  (1)  above  (^cept 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  destinations  nsuned  in  (1) 
above  and  points  in  Geoigia,  Michigan, 
Nevada.  New  Jersey,  New  Yoik,  Ohio  and 
Pennsylvania  to  the  facilities  of  Imperial, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Albert  Lea,  Minn.  Re¬ 
striction:  Restricted  to  a  transportatimi 
servloe  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  &n- 
perlal,  1joc„  tor  180  days.  Supporting 
ahliver:  Impezial.  Ine.^  P.O.  Box  423, 
^  Shenandoah,  Iowa  51801.  Send  proteits 


to:  A.  N.  Spath,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Conunission,  Bureau 
of  Openaticms,  414  Federal  Bldg.,  Ii  UJS. 
Courthouse,  110.B.  4th  St.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55401.  The  purpose  of  this  re- 
pubUcation  is  to  include  the  idx>ve  re¬ 
striction  and  a  pmiion  of  the  territorial 
description. 

No.  MC  141288  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  17, 1975.  Applicant:  R.  J.  AND 
RALPH  R.  COSTELLO,  doing  business 
as  D  &  R  TRUCTONG,  P.O.  Box  500, 
Casper,  Wyo.  8260 1 .  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative  :  Lawrence  E.  Middaugh,  City  Cen¬ 
ter  Bldg.,  Caspar,  Wyo.  82601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transpwrting:  Sucker  rods,  between 
points  in  Wyoming,  Colorado,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Montana,  Utah,  and 
New  Mexico,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Dover  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Norris  Division,  for  180  days.  Sup- 
ixH^ing  shipper;  Dover  Corporation  Nor¬ 
ris  Division,  Box  1739,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74101. 
Send  protests  to:  Paul  A.  Naughton,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  1006,  Federal  Bldg., 

&  Post  Office,  100  West  “B”  St.,  Casf>er, 
Wyo.  82601. 

No.  MC  141314  (Sub-No.  ITA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  September  10, 1975.  Appli¬ 
cant;  SOMERSIDE  EXPRESS,  INC.,  210 
South  Horseshoe  Dr.,  Somerset,  Ky. 
42501.  AppUcant’s  representative:  R.  H. 
Kinker,  711  McClure  Building,  Box  464, 
Frankfort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting;  Unupholstered  furniture,  furni¬ 
ture  parts,  and  furniture  hardware,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Karel  of  Cumberland,  Inc.,  and  Cumber¬ 
land  Wood^  and  Chair  Corporation,  at 
or  near  Somerset,  Ky.,  to  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contrsicts  with  Karel  of  Cumberland, 
me.,  and  Cumberland  Wood  and  Chair 
Corporation,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s) ;  Franklin  D.  fflll,  Secretary- 
Treasurer  (both) ,  Karel  of  Cumberland, 
Inc.,  Somerset,  Ky.,  and  Cumberland 
Wood  and  Chair  Corporation,  Somerset, 
Ky.  Send  protests  to:  R.  W.  Schneiter, 
District  Supervisor,  mterstate  Ck«n- 
merce  Commission,  216  Bs^aus  Build¬ 
ing,  1500  West  Main  Street,  Lexington, 
Ky.  40505. 

'  No.  MC  141328  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  19,  1975.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
STATE  HAULING  CONTRACTORS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  13,  106  North  25th  St., 
Lexington,  Mo.  64()67.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  ’Thomas  J.  Presson,  P.O.  Box 
71,  Lot  27,  River  Bend  Estates,  Redfield, 
Ark.  72132.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
ov«  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Rock,  sand,  and  gravel,  from  points  m 
Hot  Springs,  Dallas.  Sevier.  Pulaski, 
Howard,  and  Clarii  Counties,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Louisiana,  for  180  days.  Sup- 
p<Mrtteg  shipper:  Pensacola  Oonstniction 
Conqiany,  4745  Poplar.  Butte  887.  Mem- 
pbda,  Tam.  37117.  Bend  protests  to:  Ver¬ 
non  V.  Coble,  IMstrict  Bupervisor,  Inter¬ 


state  Commerce  Commission,  600  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  911  Walnut  St.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  141332  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  18,  1975.  Applicant:  BED¬ 
LINE  MPG.  CO.,  P.O.  Box  4956,  Whit¬ 
tier,  Calif.  90607.  Ai^licant’s  ra>resenta- 
tive:  William  J.  Lippman,  1819  H  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  from  points  in 
Washington  and  Oregon,  to  points  in 
Los  Angeles,  San  Bernardino,  Orange, 
San  Francisco,  Alameda,  and  San  Diego 
Counties,  Calif.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Maher  Forest 
Products.  Ltd.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Maher  Forest  Products,  Ltd., 
P.O.  Box  387,  Medina,  Wadi.  98039.  Send 
protests  to:  Mildred  I.  Price,  Transpor¬ 
tation  Assistant,  mterstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  1321,  Federal  Bldg., 
300  North  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  141338TA,  filed  September  19. 
1975.  Applicant:  ROLAND  J.  MILLER, 
doing  business  as  COMPASS  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT  (proprietorship),  8584  Limonte 
Ave.,  Riverside,  Calif.  92509.  Applicant’s 
representative;  James  H.  Grossman,  700 
South  Flower  St.,  Suite  700,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90017.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Rec¬ 
reational  vehicles,  by  driveway  service, 
between  points  in  Riverside,  Orange,  and 
San  Bernardino  Counties,  Calif.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho,  Nevada, 
Arizona,  Montana,  Utah,  New  Mexico, 
Colorado,  and  Texas,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  (1)  Southwind  Motor 
Homes,  me.,  5300  Via  Ricardo,  Riverside, 
Calif.  (2)  El  Dorado  mdustries,  me., 
19940  Hansen  Ave.,  Lakeview,  Calif.  (3) 
Travoy  Corporation.  12561  Fischer  Road, 
Riverside,  Calif.  92502.  (4)  Dan’s  Travel 
Trailers,  240  Gentry  Way,  Reno,  Nev.  (5) 
Tioga  mdustries,  me..  Jamboree  mdus¬ 
tries,  1975  Third  St.,  Riverside,  CsJif. 
92507.  Send  protests  to:  Mildred  I.  Price, 
Transportation  Assistant,  mterstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  1321,  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  300  North  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los 
Angles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  141339TA.  filed  September  19, 
1975.  AppUcant:  DAVIS  TRUCKING, 
Route  3,  Box  108,  Starke,  Fla.  32091.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  r^resentative:  James  A.  Davis 
(same  addi^  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Offal,  tankage,  and 
inedible  grease,  in  bulk;  (2)  Soybean 
meal  and  concentrated  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  in  bulk,  (1)  betwero  points  in 
Flmrida,  Georgia,  Alabama,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Caredina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  and  Pennsylvania;  (2) 
fnun  Gainesville  and  Valdosta,  Oa.,  Fay¬ 
etteville,  NX;..  to  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  for 
180  days.  Bop^rting  shiivers:  (1)  Na¬ 
tional  Protein,  Inc.,  P.O.  Di«w«r  J, 
Hampton,  Fla.  88044.  <3>  Paintera  Poiri- 
try/caivBL  Lk.,  8421  W.  Beaver  St.. 
Jacksonville,  Via.  82805.  Send  protests 
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to :  G.  H.  Faius,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Comnrission,  Box  35008,  400  West 
Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robekt  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB Doc.75-26416  FUed  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF 
PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
September  29,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  imder  the  Com- 
mission*s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  Fart  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof  to 
all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateways  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  October  14,  1975.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
or  its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
In  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  artd  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  those 
points  in  Kentucky  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohlo- 
Kentucky  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  27  to  Paris,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  227  to  Winchester,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  15  to  Hazard,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  80  to  Hyden, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  Loyall, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31-W,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31-W  to  the  Ken- 
tucky-Indiana  State  line,  th«ice  along 
the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line  and  the 
Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  to  the  point 
of  beginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  thoee  points  in  (Milo  in  an  area 
boimded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Kentucky  State  line  «ctaidlng  along 
Ohio  Highway  28  to  Midland,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  68  to  Wilmington, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Wash¬ 
ington  Court  House,  thmce  along  UJS. 
Highway  62  to  Columbus,  thence  along 


UB.  Highway  23  to  Delaware,  Uience 
along  UB.  Highway  36  to  Urbaaa,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  68  to  Siuingfleld, 
thrice  along  Ohio  Highway  4  to  Dayt<m, 
(^fio,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to 
Eaton,  thence  along  U.&.  Hifdiway  127 
to  junctkm  Ohio  Highway  73,  thence 
alcmg  C^o  Highway  73  to  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line,  thence  along  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line  to  the  Ohio 
River,  thence  along  the  CMiio  River  to 
the  point  of  beginning.  The  purpose 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gat^ay  of 
CovingtMi,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  IrontMi 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motm*  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  and  Uquid  petrol¬ 
eum,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
those  points  in  Kentucky  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ken¬ 
tucky-West  Virginia  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  60  to  Winchester, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  227  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  75  and  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  461  to  Somerset,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80  to  Bowling  Green, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  31-W  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
and  the  Kentucky-Virglnla  State  line  to 
Jenkins,  thence  along  U.S.  EHghway  23 
to  Paintsville,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  201  to  Webbvllle,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  1  to  Interstate  High¬ 
way  64,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
64  to  the  Kentucky- West  \^rginia  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Ohio  on.  east,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  West  Virglnla-Ohio 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
250  to  jimction  U.S.  Hisdiway  22,  thmce 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  the  Kentucky-Ohlo  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Catlettsburg,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
April  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petro¬ 
leum,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
those  points  in  Kentucky  in  an  area 
bounded  on  the  west  by  UB.  Ifighway 
31-W  and  on  the  east  by  a  line  extending 
from  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  25-W  to 
Junction  Kentucky  Hl^way  92,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  92  to  Pineville, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  11  to 
Maysville,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  CHiio  north  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohlo-Indiana  State 
line  extending  along  Ohio  Hi^way  73  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Eaton,  thence  al(H« 
n.S.  Highway  35  to  Dayton,  thence  along 


Interstate  Hl^diway  75  to  the  Ohlo- 
Michlgan  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
P(4nts  in  CMoio  within  the  CHwingtoD,  Ky., 
commercial  zone. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ircmton 
(Coal  Grove),  Cftilo.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vriiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  lAqnid  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  and  Uquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  those 
points  in  Kentucky  on,  souUi,  and  east 
of  a  line  beghmhig  at  Ashland  Ky.,  ex¬ 
tending  along  U,S.  Highway  68  to  Gray- 
sin,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  7-to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  460  at  liberty, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Hi^way  203  to 
Hazel  Green,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  191  to  Torrenci,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  11  to  Levi,  thraice 
along  Kentucky  lUghway  30  to  London, 
thence  along  UB.  Higdiway  25  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
C%io  north  and  east  of  a  Ihie  beginning 
at  Bridgeport  extending  along  U.S.  Kidi~ 
way  250  to  Uhtlchvllle,  thence  along  U.S. 
Hi^way  36  to  Delaware,  thence  along 
U.S.  IBghway  23  to  the  Ohio-Mlchlgan 
Staite  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kmova, 
W.Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
AimtU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
Urn  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  8.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products  and  Uquid  petroleum. 
in  bulk,  in  taxiLk  vehicles,  between  thoee 
points  in  Koitucky  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  b^inning  at  Ashland 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Lex¬ 
ington,  thence  akmg  U.S.  Highway  25  to 
Corbin,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25-W 
to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Kentucky-Tennes¬ 
see  State  line  to  Middlesboro,  thence 
along  the  Kentucky-Virginia  State 
line  to  Jenkins,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  PaintsviUe,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  201  to  Webbville, 
thence  along'  Kentucky  Highway  1  to 
Grayson,  thence  along  U.S.  Hifihw^  60 
to  Catlettsburg,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  Ashland,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ohio 
State  Une  near  Ironton  extending  along 
Ohio  Highway  93  to  Jackson,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  35  to  Chillicothe, 
thence  along  U.S.  EQghway  23  to  the 
Ohio-Michlgan  State  Une  north  of  To¬ 
ledo.  ’The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  points  in  the  Ash¬ 
land,  Ky.,  commercial  zone. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E6).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Apidicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Inm- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep- 
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resentative;  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petro¬ 
leum,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
those  points  in  Ohio  south  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line  extending  along  Ohio  Highway  73 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  35,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
35  to  Chillicothe,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line 
at  Portsmouth,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia  and 
Virginia  within  an  area  boimded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  Princeton,  W.  Va.,  ex¬ 
tending  along  UJS,  Highway  219  to  Junc¬ 
tion  West  Virginia  Highway  39,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  39  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  19.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
460,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to 
Princeton,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  to  diminate  the  gateway  of  Cat- 
lettsburg  or  Leach,  Ky.,  or  Kenova, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
AprU  11.  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep- 
res^tative;  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  those 
points  in  Ohio  on,  west,  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line  extending  along  Ohio  Highway  73 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  l27,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  35,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
35  to  Dayton,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  4  to  Springfield,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  68  to  Urbana,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the 
Ohio-Michigan  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  West 
Virginia  within  an  area  boimded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  Catlettsburg,  Ky.,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  Kermit,  thence  along  the  Kentucky- 
West  Virginia  State  line  to  Catlettsburg, 
Ky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Catlettsburg  or 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iionton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  soufidit  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tran^mrting;  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products  and  Uquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  those 
points  in  Ohio  within  an  area  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Ken- 
tucky  State  Une  at  Portsmouth  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  36,  thence  alcmg  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  16,  thence 


along  Ohio  Highway  16  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  60,  thence  along  CMilo  Highway 
60  to  Zanesville,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  93  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Virginia  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  52.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the^  gateway  of  Catletts¬ 
burg  or  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHiaiS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  those 
points  in  Ohio  north  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-Michigan  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to 
Delaware,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  42 
to  Medina,  thence  along  CAiio  Highway 
18  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  271, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  271  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  90,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  90  to  the  Penn- 
sylvania-Ohio  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  west  of  U.S.  Highway  52.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Catlettsburg  or  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points 
in  Ohio  on,  west  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
Marysville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  Delaware,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  the  ^chigan-Ohio  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Virginia  west  of  Highway  52. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Catlettsbuig  or  Leach, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in-  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  those 
points  in  Kentucky  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31-W  to  Bowling  Green,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Lexington, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Cat¬ 
lettsburg,  thence  along  the  Ohio-Ken¬ 
tucky  State  line  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line,  thence  along  the  Ken¬ 
tucky -Indiana  State  line  to  LouisvUle,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Virginia  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 


52  and  on  and  west  of  a  line  begimiing 
at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
Ctordonsville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  the  West  Virginia- Virginia  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Kenova,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  72T,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  those 
points  in  Ohio  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Michigan 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Delaware,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  , 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  West  Virginia  within  an  area  boimded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-^West 
Virginia  State  line  near  New  Martins¬ 
ville,  W.  Va.,  extending  sdong  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  20  to  Gypsy,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  Bluefield,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  Welch,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  16  to  Pine- 
ville,  thence  along  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  10  to  Oceana,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  85  to  Madison,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  Charleston, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  the 
Ohio- West  Virginia  State  line  near  Hen¬ 
derson,  thence  along  the  Ohio-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  to  New  Martinsville,  W, 
Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Marietta,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E13) ,  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;.  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points 
in  Ohio  west  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio-Michigan  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to 
Delaware,  thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way  36 
to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
West  Virginia  within  an  area  Ixiunded  by 
a  line  b^inning  at  the  Ohio-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  at  New  Martinsville,  ex¬ 
tending  along  West  Virginia  Highway  20 
to  Gypsy,  thence  along  US.  Highway  19 
to  Bluefield,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  Naugatuck,  thence  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  65  to  Logan,  thence  along 
US.  Highway  119  to  Charleston,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  Henderson, 
thence  along  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line  (Ohio  River)  to  New  Martins¬ 
ville,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marietta,* 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Slfi>-No.  E14),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  ApiAicant’s  repre- 
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sentative:  Walter  S.  Bail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points 
in  Ohio  on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Cleveland,  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  42  to  Medina,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  3  to  Wooster,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  East  Liverpool, 
thence  along  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line  to  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  West  Virgiriia  within  an 
area  bounded  by  a  line  extending  from 
WilliamStown  along  Interstate  Highway 
77  to  Charleston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  19, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Blue- 
field,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
Huntington,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  the  West  Virginla-Kentucky  State 
line,  thence  along  the  West  Virginla- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  the  West  Vir- 
glnia-Ohlo  State  line,  thence  along  the 
West  Vlrgdnia-Ohio  State  line  to  the 
point  of  beginning.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Marietta,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
April  n,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Bail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  (^rate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petro¬ 
leum,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
points  in  Ohio  cm  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line 
extending  along  the  northern  boundary 
of  Haiiiilton  County  and  thence  along 
the  Hamilton-cnermont  Coimty  line  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  32,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  32  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  41  at  Peebles,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  41  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
124,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  124  to 
Jackson,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35 
to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line 
near  Kanauga,  cm  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia 
north  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Wheeling  extending  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  88  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  250,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  250 
to  Phillipi,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
119  to  Buckhannon,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  Elkins,  thaice  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  the  Maryland-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  near  Breedlove.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marietta,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORB  BRO¬ 
THERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  R.  Bail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liq¬ 
uid  petroleum  products  and  liquid  pe¬ 
troleum,  In  biilk,  in  tank  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Ohio  on  and  west  of  a 


line  extending  from  Marietta  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  77  to  Jimction  U.S. 
Highway  36  near  Newccmierstown,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Circleville,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  56  to  Athens,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Belpnf,  thence  along  the 
Ohio- West  Virginia  l^te  line  to  Mari¬ 
etta,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
potots  in  West  Virginia  within  the  area 
bounded  by  a  line  extending  from  Buck¬ 
hannon  along  UB.  Highway  33  to  El¬ 
kins,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to 
junction  West  Virginia  Highway  39, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  39 
to  Summersville.  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  19  to  Buckhanncm.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marietta,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORB 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Bail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points 
in  Kentucky  south  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Catlettsbiu*g  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  Louisville,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31-W  to  the  Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  i^e  other,  points  in  West 
Virginia  east  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Wheeling  extending  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  88  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  250,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
250  to  jimction  U.S.  Hl«diway  119  at 
Buckhannon,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  Ellkins,  thence  al(H%  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  the  West  Virginia-Maryland  State 
line  near  Breedlove.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Kenova,  W.  Va, 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Apjdicant;  FORB 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  CMilo.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Walter  S.  Bail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over* 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points 
in  Kentucky  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Virginia  and  points  in 
West  Virginia  in  an  area  bounded  on  the 
north  by  a  line  extending  from  Buck¬ 
hannon  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Elkins, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  Blue- 
field,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to 
junction  West  Virginia  Highway  4, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  4  to 
Buckhannon.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kenova, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E19).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORB 

BRO’THERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Apipdicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Walter  S.  Ball  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  pmints 
in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
31-W,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  (m  the  other, 
{joints  in  West  Virginia  east  (rf  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Mary¬ 
land  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  Hutt(msvllle,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  the  West 
Virglnia-Virglnla  St^  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E20).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORB 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(CToal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Ball  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carri^  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  petroleum, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  imtnts 
in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
31-W  and  ncuth  of  U.S.  Hlidiway  60,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
West  Virginia  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Kuefield  exteiKling  along  U.S.  IHghway 
219  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State 
line,  thence  along  the  West  Virglnia- 
Virginia  State  line  to  Peterstown,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  219  to  junction  U.S. 
Ifighway  250,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
250  to  the  Virginia- West  Wrginia  State 
line.  Thepurpjose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Ironton,  Ohto. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E21).  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  ApgJlicant:  FORB 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Bail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  (gJerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liqttefied 
petroleum  gases  and  natural  gasoline,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  south  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  19,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  Bluefield,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  119,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
119  to  Logan,  thence  al<xig  West  Virginia 
Highway  10  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  37,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  37  to  the  Kentucky-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Indiana  and 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ironton  or 
Middleport,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of 
Columbia  Hydrocarbon  Corporation  at 
or  near  Siloam,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E22>.  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Aig>licant:  FORB 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) .  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Wstlter  S.  Bail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquefied 
petroleum  gases  and  natural  gasoline,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  v^ieles.  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  south  and  west  tA  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-West  Vlr- 
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ginia  State  line  extending  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  37  to  Junction  West 
Virginia  Highway  10,  thence  along  West . 
Virginia  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  119,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
119  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in 
Michigan  and  those  in  Indiana  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Madison  extending 
along  Indiana  Highway  256  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  39,  thence  along  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  39  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  56,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  56  to  Paoli,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  150  to  the  Indiana-Hlinois  State  line 
near  Vincennes,  Ind.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Iron- 
ton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  the  plant- 
site  of  Columbia  Hydrocarbon  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  or  near  Siloam,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  CMiio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquefied 
petroleum  gases  and  natural  gasoline,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  within  an  area  bounded  by 
a  line  beginning  at  Parkersburg  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the 
Maryland-West  Virginia  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Maryland-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence  along 
UJ3.  Highway  33  to  the  Ohio-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Indiana 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  74.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Middleport  or  Ironton,  Ohio, 
and  the  plantslte  of  Columbia  Hydro¬ 
carbon  Corporation  at  or  near  Siloam, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  CMiio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquefied 
petroleum  gases  and  natural  gasoline,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  north  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky- West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  extending  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  37  to  junction  West 
Virginia  Highway  10,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  IBghway  10  to  Ft.  Gay,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  jimctimi  U.S. 
Highway  52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State 
line,  to  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  31-W.  Tfie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Iron  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  the 
plantsite  of  the  Columbia  Hydrocarbon 
Corporation  at  or  near  Siloam,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E26),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AiH>licant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 


sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (ssune  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  veMcle,  over 
irr^rular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip~ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  Kentucky  in  the  area  bounded 
on  the  west  by  a  line  b^innir^  at  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line  extending  along 
US  Highway  31-W  to  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
nessee  State  line,  thence  along  the  Ken- 
tucky-Tennessee  State  line  to  the  Ken- 
tucky-Virginia  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Kentucky-Virginia  State  line  to  the 
Kentucky-West  Virginia  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Kentucky-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  to  the  Kentucky -Ohio  . 
State  line  to  Vanceburg,  Ky.,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  59  to  Olive  Hill, 
thence  along  US  Highway  60  to  Mt. 
Sterling,  thence  along  US  Highway  460 
to  Louisville,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
District  of  Columbia  and  those  points  in 
Virginia  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line 
extending  along  US  Highway  50  to  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  239,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  239  to  the  Potcanac 
River.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E27),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  rejjort  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions,  supra),  from  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  LouisvUle,  Ky.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  al(mg  US  Highway  460  to  junction 
US  Highway  60,  thrice  along  US  High¬ 
way  60  to  jimction  Kentucky  Highway 
1,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  1  to 
the  Kentucky -West  Virginia  State  line 
at  Louisa,  to  points  in  Virginia  in  an  area 
bounded  on  the  north  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Maryland-Virginia  State 
line  extending  along  US  Highway  50  and 
on  the  south  and  west  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State 
line  extending  along  US  Highway  33  to 
junction  US  Highway  15.  thence  along 
US  Higdiway  15  to  the  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  refineries  lo¬ 
cated  in  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  reiu-e- 


sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  <H>^ate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  Xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Kentucky  on,  north  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  31-W 
to  Elizabethtown,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  VersaUles,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Kentucky-West 
Virginia  State  line  at  Catlettsburg,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
311,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  311  to 
Winston-Salem,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  Lexington,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  Charlotte,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  77  to  the  South  Caro- 
‘  lina-North  Carolina  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  refineries  at  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E29) ,  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  iNC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiUar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in  Ohio 
on  and  west  of  a  line  be^nning  at  the 
Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  93  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  33,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  Columbus,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  the  Michigan-Ohlo  State  line, 
to  points  in  North  Carolina  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- 
Tennessee  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  321  to  Lenoir,  thence  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  18  to  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  refineries  at  Leach,  Ky, 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio,  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  biUk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  C^o  in  the  area  bounded  on 
the  west  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
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Kentucky  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  Columbus,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  33  to  the  (Xiio-West 
Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Nort^  Carolina-Tennessee  State 
hne  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  321 
to  Lenoir,  thence  along  North  Carolina 
Hi^way  18  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Currier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209) ,  from  points  in  Ohio 
norUi  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Wilmington, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  73  to  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  thence  along  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line  and  the  Ohio- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  Aberdeen,  to 
points  in  South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
refineries  at  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  ES2),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ircm- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points 
in  Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  tile  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  at 
Portsmouth  extending  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  73  to  Locust  Grove,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  41  to  Washington  Court 
House,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  38  to 
Marysville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  68  (includ¬ 
ing  Bellefontaine) ,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  68  to  Findlay,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  the  Michigan-Ohio  State 
line,  to  points  in  Georgia  and  Florida. 
The  purpose  of  tills  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  refineries  at  Leach,  Ky. 

Ho.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcanU  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 


pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certiftcates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^cles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
supra),  from  points  in  Ohio  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Portsmouth  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Columbus, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Marys¬ 
ville,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  31  to 
Kenton,  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  68  to  Findlay,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  the  Michigan-Ohio  State 
line,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Louisiana 
and  Mississippi.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E34),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points 
in  Ohio  north  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Cleveland  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  71  to  Coliimbus,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Springfield, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line,  to  points  in  South  Carolina  and 
those  points  in  North  Carolina  west  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Raleigh,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  XIII  to  the  r^x>rt  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  supra.)  from  points  in  Ohio  south 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  Ohio 
Highway  73  to  Wilmingtmi,  thence  along 
US  Highway  68  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio 
State  line  at  Aberdeen,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina- Virginia  State  line 
near  Ennice  extending  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  18  to  Morganton,  thence 
along  US  Highway  64  to  RutheiiordUm, 
thence  along  US  Hlihway  221  to  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 


line,  and  points  In  South  Carolina  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
C^arolina-South  CTarollna  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  US  Highway  25  to  Green¬ 
wood,  thence  along  US  Ifflghway  221  to 
the  ^uth  Carolina-Oeorgia  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E36),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  XTTT  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  frwn 
points  in  Ohio,  to  points  in  Florida  and 
those  points  in  Georgia  south  of  a  line 
beginiiing  at  Augusta  extending  along 
US  Highway  25  to  Waynesboro,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  56  to  Mt.  Vernon, 
thence  along  US  Highway  280  to  McRae, 
thence  along  US  Highway  319  to  Thomas- 
ville,  thence  along  US  Highway  84  to  the 
Alabama-Georgia  State  line  near  Saffold, 
Ga.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Autiiority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  r^rt  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^cles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Ohio  cm,  east,  and  north  of  Ohio  Highway 
73,  to  points  in  Georgia  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  extending  along  US  H^h- 
way  29  to  Athens,  thence  along  US  High¬ 
way  129  to  Macon,  thence  along  US 
Highway  80  to  the  Georgia-Alabama 
State  line.  TTie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at 
or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E38),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AiHJlicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe- 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Ai^}^- 
dix  xm  to  the  r^>ort  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petro¬ 
leum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
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209) ,  from  pointg  in  Ohio  on,  north  and 
east  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ohlo- 
Inrilana  State  line  extending  along  US 
Highway  38  to  Delaware,  thence  cdong 
US  Higliway^  28  to  the  Kentudqr-Ohio 
State  line,  to  points  in  Georgia  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia-South 
Carolina  State  line  extending  along  US 
Highway  123  to  Cornelia,  thence  along 
US  Highway  23  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  20  to  jmiction  Georgia  Highway  81, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  81  to 
junction  US  Highway  19,  thence  along 
US  Highway  19  to  Zebulon,  thence  al<wtg 
Georgia  Highway  18  to  the  Georgia- Ala¬ 
bama  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  i-e- 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  <Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Growe),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petrolewm  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  CertiAcates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^cles  (exc^t  pe- 
troteum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Ohio  on,  nortib  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  lii»  ex¬ 
tending  along  Ohio  Highway  29  to  Jeffer¬ 
son.  thence  along  US  Highway  40  to  Co¬ 
lumbus,  thence  along  US  Highway  23  to 
the  Kentucky-Ohlo  State  line  at  Ports¬ 
mouth.  to  points  in  Georgia  on  and  south 
of  a  line  loginning  at  the  Georgia-Ala- 
bama  State  line  extending  along  Georgia 
Highway  166  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  285,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  285  to  Sandy  Springs,  thence  along 
US  Highway  19  to  Junction  Georgia 
Highway  60.  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  60  to  the  North  Carohna-Georgla 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at 
or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E40).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Apsdicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Irontcm 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  zepre- 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^de,  over 
Irregular  routes,  tran^xirttng:  liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  descrU>ed  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  'WTTT  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  CertiAcates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  In  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Ohio.  on.  north  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  ohitv.Tn<Ha.nft  State  ex¬ 
tending  alaaag  UB.  Highway  30  to  Del- 
phos.  thmme  along  UB.  Highway  30-N 
to  Williamstown,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  68  toKenton,  thence  along  Ohio 
Tlighwaar  tt  te  OotamiMS.  ttoenoe  along 
UB.  Highway  21  to  the  KentabkyOfaio 
State  Ine  at  Poctsmoath,  to  prints  hi 
Georgia  north  and  west  of  a  line  begin- 


r«OTt€es 

nine  at  the  North  Cardlna-Georgia 
State  Mne  extending  sdong  Geor^  High¬ 
way  60  to  Junction  UB.  Hi^way  19. 
thence  altmg  U.8.  Highway  19  to  Sandy 
Springs,  thence  along  Interstate  High- 
vwy  285  to  Junction  Georgia  Highway 
186,  theice  along  Georgia  Highway  166 
to  the  Georgia-Alabama  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  fili^  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E41>,  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquids 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  CertiAcates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  north  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Del- 
phos,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30-S 
to  Marion,  thence  along  U.8.  Highway 
23  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  at 
Portsmouth,  to  points  in  Alabama.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E42),  fUed 
April  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) ,  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  •gm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  CertiAcates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  In  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Ohio  on,  north  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  Cov¬ 
ington,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  41  to 
Springfield,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  Columbus,  thence  along  U.B.  High¬ 
way  23  to  the  Kentucky-CRiio  State  line 
at  P(»tsmouth,  to  points  in  Alabama  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Euf  aula, 
Ala.,  and  extending  edong  n.S.  Highway 
82  to  Montgcxnery,  thexM»  along  Alabama 
Hi^way  14  to  the  Alabama-Mississippi 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  riimlnate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at 
or  near  Lea(di,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E43).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  PO  Box  T27,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove).  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  « 
common  carrier^  by  motor  vetdcle,  over 
irregidar  routes,  transparting:  Zidaud 
petroleum  products,  as  deaecibed  la  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  T^x>rt  in  Descriptions 


in  Motor  Carrier  CertiAcates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
^lio  on  and  north  (ff  Ohio  Highway  78, 
to  points  in  Alrit>ama  south  of  a  Unp  be¬ 
ginning  at  Ekifaula,  Ala.,  extending  aloi>g 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  Union  Springs, 
thenoe  alrnig  UB.  Highway  29  to  Lu- 
verne,  thence  along  Alabama  Highway  10 
to  the  Alabama-Mississmpi  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  fronton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  rep<Ht  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  CertiAcates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  129  to  Hamilton, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  4  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  275,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  275  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  125,  thenoe  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  125  to  Bethel,  thence  along  C^o 
Highway  133  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky 
State  line,  to  points  in  Alabama  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line  extending  along  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  10  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  65.  thence  along  Interstate 
Bfighway  65  to  Jimction  U.S.  Highway 
31,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Mo¬ 
bile,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  98  to  the 
Alabama-Mississippi  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E45).  filed 
April  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  CMiio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  8.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  over 

irregrilar  routed  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  CertiAcates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehictes  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  ease,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
At  the  Ohio-Michlgan  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Ohio  IKihway  109  to  Ottawa, 
thence  along  Cfbio  Highway  65  to  Uma, 
thennfj  along  Ohio  Highway  117  to  BeDe- 
jonfilf,  tbence  ataeg  UB  Highway  S3 
to  AtarysviUe,  Itaenoe  almos  Ohio  High¬ 
way  Ji  to  Wnridngtott  Oawt  House, 
thenoe  nkmm  Ohto  Highwnr  73  to  the 
f^o-Kentucky  State  tine  at  Partsarwath, 


fCOERM  «E<MSTE«,  VOi.  40,  NO.  192 — THUKSOAY,  OCTOtEI  2,  197$ 


NOTICES 


45497 


to  points  in  Mississippi.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  E^. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E46).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AtH>licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  AuthOTity  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xni  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line  thinning 
at  the  Ohio-Michigan  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Ohio  Highway  66  to  Delphos, 
thence  along  US  Highway  30  to  lima, 
thence  along  US  Highway  68  to  Spring- 
field.  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  72  to 
Hillsboro,  thence  along  CMilo  Highway  247 
to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  at 
Wrightsville,  to  points  in  Mississippi 
south  of  US  Hiehway  82.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E47),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

brothers,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Aix>licant’s  repre- 
s^tative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  "irnT  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
tn  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohip-Michigan  State 
line  extending  along  Ohio  Highway  66  to 
St.  Marys,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
29  to  Sidney,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  Dayton,  thence  along 
Ohio  ffighway  48  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  73,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  73 
to  Wilmington,  thence  along  US  Highway 
68  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  at 
Ripley,  to  points  in  Mississippi  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missis- 
sippl-Alabama  State  line  extending  along 
Mi^lssippi  Highway  19  to  Kosciusko, 
thence  along  Mississippi  Highway  35  to 
Carrollton,  thence  along  US  Highw'ay  82 
to  the  Mississippi-Louisiana  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E48>,  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Inmton 
(Coal  Grove),  Cttilo.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
In  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 


209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petnHeum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  rep<Mt  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209),  frmn  points  in 
Ohio  on,  nOTth  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohlo-Indiana  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  US  Highway  36  to  Coving¬ 
ton,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  41  to 
Springfidd,  thence  along  US  Highway 
68  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  at 
Ripley,  to  points  in  Mississippi  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama- 
Mississippl  State  line  extending  along 
US  Highway  84  to  Collins,  thence  along 
US  Highway  49  to  Jackson,  thence  along 
US  Highway  80  to  the  Mississippi- 
Louisiana  State  line  at  Vicksburg.  The 
pxuTX)se  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Inmton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  petroleum  products,  as  described 
in  Appendix  XHI  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
(exc^t  petroleum  products  described 
in  Appoidices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209),  from  points  in 
Ohio  on,  north  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line 
extending  along  US  Highway  35  to  Eaton, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  122  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  48,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  48  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
132,  thence  alcmg  Ohio  Highway  132  to 
Batavia,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  32, 
to  Mt.  Orab,  thence  along  US  Highway 
68  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  at 
Ripley,  to  points  in  Mississippi  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama- 
Mississippi  State  line  extending  along  US 
EUghway  98  to  Hattiesburg,  thence  along 
US  Highway  49  to  Magee,  thence  along 
Mississippi  Highway  28  to  Georgetown, 
th^oe  along  Mississippi  Highway  27  to 
the  Louisiana-Mississippi  State  line  at 
Vicksburg.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries 
at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
Aiwll  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PO  Box  727,  Irontcm 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor,  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  petroleum  products,  as  described 
in  Appendix  xm  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
fl  M.C.C,  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
(except  petroleum  products  described 
in  Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  Ohio  on,  north  and  east  of  a 
line  extending  along  Ohio  Highway  129 
to  Hamilton,  tiience  along  Ohio  High¬ 


way  4  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  75, 
thmce  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  375,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  275  to  Junc- 
tkm  Ohio  Highway  32,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  32  to  Mt.  Orab,  thence 
along  US  Highway  68  to  the  Kentucky- 
Ohlo  State  line  at  Rii^y,  to  points  in 
Mississiiml  south  and  west  a  line  ex- 
toQding  from  Gulfp<Ht,  over  US  Highway 
49  to  Maxie,  thoice  along  Mississippi 
Highway  13  to  Columbia,  thence  along 
US  Highway  98  to  the  Mississippi  River. 
The  purpose  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E51),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove).  Ohio.  Ajmlicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
299,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (exc^t 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XVI  and  XV  to  the  r^mrt  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  In 
Ohio  north  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  Greenville, 
thence  along  Cttiio  Highway  49  to  Dayton, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  Xenia, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  the 
Kentucky-Ohio  State  line,  to  points  in 
Louisiana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  £52).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  C^io.  Api^ant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle.  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  piquets,  as  d^ribed  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (accept  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case,  supra),  from  points  in  Ohio 
on,  north  and  east  of  Ohio  lUghway  73, 
to  points  in  Louisiana  south  and  west  of 
a  Une  beginning  at  the  Aikansas-Louisi- 
ana  State  line  extending  along  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  7  to  Coushatta,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  84  to  the  Louisiana- 
Mississippi  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach.  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E53).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(C^>al  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  AuthcHity  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehiefe,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe- 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
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in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petro¬ 
leum  products  described  in  Api>endices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip~ 
turn  case,  supra),  from  points  in  Ohio 
on,  north  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-lndiana  State  line  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  129  to  Hamilton, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  4  to  jimction 
Interstate  Highway  275,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  275  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  32,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
32  to  Mt.  Orab,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  68  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line, 
to  points  in  Louisiana  south  and  west  of 
a  Une  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Louisi- 
ana  State  line  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  Shreveport,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  171  to  Lake  Charles,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  Lafayette, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  Opel¬ 
ousas,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  190 
to  the  Mississlppi-Louisiana  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  tois  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ely. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E54) ,  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xlll  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
case,  supra),  from  points  in  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Louisiana  on.  south  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Louisiana  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  Shreveport,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  171  to  Lake  Charles,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  Raceland, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  1  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries 
at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
April  U,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Aig>licant’6  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descripfiorw 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
case,  supra) ,  from  points  in  Ohio  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Cleveland,  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Dela¬ 
ware,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to 
the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line,  to  points 
in  Missouri  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Cape  Girardeau  extending  along 
Missouri  Highway  74  to  jimction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  25,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  25  to  the  Missourl-Arkansas 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at 
or  near  Leach,  Ky.,  or  Kenova,  W.  Va. 


No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E56).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Inmton 
(Coal  Grove).  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motcu:  vdilcle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip- 
tions  case,  supra),  from  points  in  Ohio 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Portsmouth 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to 
Chillicothe,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
159  to  Lancaster,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  37  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
661,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  661  to 
Mt.  Vernon,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
3  to  Medina,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
18  to  Akron,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
261  to  jimction  Ohio  Highway  88,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  88  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  528,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  528  to  Lake  Erie,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  on,  south  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Ste.  Genevieve,  extending  along 
Missouri  Highway  32  to  Farmington, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  8  to  St. 
James,  thence  along  Missomd  Highway 
68  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Columbia, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  5,  thence  along 
Missouri  Highway  5  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  36,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
36  to  Chillicothe,  thence  along  UJS.  High¬ 
way  65  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line.  , 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E57),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  r^re- 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  op>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  ZAquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  In  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Ohio  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Ports¬ 
mouth  extending  along  Ohio  Highway 
139  to  Jackson,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  93  to  McArthiu*,  thence  along  U.S, 
Highway  50  to  Athens,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  50A  to  Marietta,  to  points  in 
Missouri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 


in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points 
In  Ohio  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Portsmouth  extending  alcmg  Ohio  High¬ 
way  139  to  Jackson,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  346  to  Tuppers  Plains,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  7  to  the  Ohio-West 
Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Racine  extending  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  11  to  Monroe,  thence  along  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  69  to  the  Blinois-Wisconsin 
State  line,  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at 
or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E59),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209),  from  points  in  Ohio  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Kentucky  State  line  at  Portsmouth  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Lucas- 
ville,  thence  along  (^o  idghway  348  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  279,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  279  to  Thurman,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  the  Ohio-West 
Virginia  State  line  at  Kanauga,  to  points 
in  Wisconsin.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries 
at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E60).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Awdlcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Vanceburg  extending  along 
Kentucky  Highway  59  to  Olive  Hill, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  174  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  649,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  649  to  Green, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  7  to 
West  Liberty,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
460  to  the  Virginia-Kentucky  State  line, 
to  points  in  Missouri.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E61).  filed 
April  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  r^- 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
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above).  Authority  sought  to  oi^rate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra)  from  points  in 
Kentxicky  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  ^e  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  at 
Maysville  extending  along  Kentucky 
Highway  11  to  Levi,  thence  along  Ken* 
tucky  Highway  30  to  London,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  80  to  Man¬ 
chester,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  421 
to  the  Kentucky-Virginia  State  line,  to 
points  in  Minnesota.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E62).  filed 
April  11.  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) .  Ohio.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Kentucky  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennesee 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
25W  to  jimction  Kentucky  Highway  80, 
thence  tdong  Kentucky  Highway  80  to 
Manchester,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
421  to  the  Kentucky-Virginia  State  line, 
to  points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
169  to  lifflnneapolis,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  Forest  Lake,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  the  Minnesota- 
Wlsconsln  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E63),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Ai^licant:  FORD 

mtOTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Co£d  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  r^jort  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line  at 
Vanceburg  extending  along  Kentucky 
BUghway  59  to  junction  Kentudcy  High¬ 
way  377,  thence  along  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  377  to  Morehead,  thence  along  TJJB. 
Highway  60  to  Mt.  Sterling,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  11  to  Junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  30,  thence  along  Ken- 
tucky  mghway  30  to  Tyner,  thence  along 


UJ5.  Highway  421  to  the  Kentucky-Vir- 
ginhb  State  line,  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
tile  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
Kentucky  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  ELentucky-Virginia  State  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  421  to  Loyall,  thence 
along  US.  Highway  119  to  PineviUe. 
thence  along  US.  Highway  25E  to  Cor¬ 
bin,  thence  along  US.  Highway  25W  to 
Junction  Kentucky  Highway  90.  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  90  to  Parkers 
Lake,  thence  along  US.  Highway  27  to 
the  Kentucky-Tomessee  State  line,  to 
points  in  Wi^nsin  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  94  to  Jimction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
16  to  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E64).  filed 
April  11.  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liqxtid  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (exc^t  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State 
line  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  Corbin,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  312  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  195,  thence  along  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  195  to  Somerset,  thence  along  US. 
Highway  27  to  Brons<m,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  90  to  Monticello, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  200  to 
the  T^inessee-Kentucky  State  line,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Wiaconsin 
State  line  near  Trempealeau  extending 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  93  to  junction 
US.  Highway  53.  thence  almxg  US.  H^h- 
way  53  to  Osseo,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  27  to  Ladysmith,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  8  to  Junction  Wiaconsin 
Highway  13.  thence  alcmg  Wisconsin 
Highway  13  to  Lake  Superior.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E66>,  filed 
April  11,  1974.  .^plicant:  FORD 


BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irr^mlar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  hulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe- 
troleiun  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points  in 
West  Virginia,  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  40,  to  points  in  Minnesota  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  63.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky., 
and  Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E67),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep- 
sentative:  Walter  S.  (same  as 

above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petrcdeum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  In  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia,  to  points  in  Minnesota 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Ortonville  ex¬ 
tending  aloi^  U.S.  Highway  12  to  Ben¬ 
son,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
29  to  Wallina,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  the  United  States-Canada  In- 
teimational  Boundary  line  at  Interna¬ 
tional  Palls,  Minn.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky..  and  Iron- 
ton  or  Middleport,  Ohio. 

'No.  MC  112595  (Syb-No.  E88).  filed 
April  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  oi  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State 
Une  at  Paricersburg  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Hi^way  19  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in 
Minnesota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at 
or  near  Leach,  Ky.,  and  Ironton  or  Mid¬ 
dleport,  Ohio. 

NO.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E69).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applkaant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.G.  Box  1t*l,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  <^>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap- 
pendir  xni  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 

209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Virginia  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in 
Minnesota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  elbninate  the  gateway  of  refineries 
or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E70),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Walter  S.  Dali  (same  as 
above^.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State 
line  at  Parkersburg  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Clarksbxirg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in 
Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton  or 
Mlddleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E71),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove)  ,,Ohlo.  Applicant’s  rep- 
resMitative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  p^ucts,  as  described  In  Ap¬ 
pendix  XTTT  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bvilk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe^ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Virginia  on,  south  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  Jimction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence 
alcmg  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  Une,  to  points  In 
Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at 
or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E72),  filed 
^ril  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironhm 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre- 
smtative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
atwve) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap- 
pmdix  Kill  to  the  r^;x>rt  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certifleates,  61  M.C.C. 


209,  in  bulk, 'in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  to  points  in  Missoiuri  south 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mis- 
souri-Illinois  State  line  at  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  New  Florence,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  19  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
22  to  Moberly,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ironton  or  Middleport, 
Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595 '(Sub-No.  E73),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Walter  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  r«>ort  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleiun  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  frewn  points 
in  West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line  at  Parkersburg  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  CHarksburg,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-West  Virginia  State  Une,  to  points 
in  Missouri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton  or 
Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E74),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motCM:  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vdilcles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  frmn  points  in 
Virginia  <»,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  jimcUon  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  15  to  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Vlrginia 
State  line  extending  along  n.S.  Highway 
23  to  Pound,  thmee  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  83  to  Fremont,  thmee  along  Virginia 
Highway  63  to  St  Paul,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  Alternate  58  to  Abingdon, 
th^oe  along  U.S.  Hifihway  58  to  Damas¬ 
cus,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway  91  to 
the  Tennessee-Virglnla  State  line,  to 
points  in  Missouri  north  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Missouri-Kentucky 
State  line  at  Birds  Point  attending  aHoog 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  junctiem  Missouri 
Highway  25,  thence  along  Missouri  Hlgh- 
wa^  25  to  junction  Missouri  Highway 


9,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway  9 
to  Marble  Hill,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Winona, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  19  to  the 
Arkansas -Missouri  State  line.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E75),  filed 
April  11,1974.  AppUcant;  FORD  BROTH¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia,  to  points  in  Louisiana  on, 
west,  and  south  of  a.Ui^e  beginning  at 
the  Mississippi-Louisiina  State  Une  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  190,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  190  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
90,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  the 
Mississippi-Loulsiana  State  Une.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E76),  filed 
April  11, 1974.  Aw>Ucant:  FORD  BROTH¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe- 
troleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  north  of  a  Une  beginning 
at  the  Kentucky-West  Virginia  State 
line  at  WiUlamson  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  Welch,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  mghway  16  to  Beckley, 
thence  altmg  West  Virginia  Highway  3 
to  BeUepolnt,  thence  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  12  to  the  West  Vlrglnla- 
Vlrglnia  State  line  at  Peterstown,  to 
points  in  Louisiana.  The  purpose  of  this 
fillip  is  to  tilmlnate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refin¬ 
eries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E77),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant;  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC..  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove).  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  rep(xrt  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  buU:,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Ai^ndices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
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in  the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton.  or 
Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E78),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dali  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petro¬ 
leum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  De¬ 
scriptions  case,  supra),  frcan  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  near  Naugatuck  extend¬ 
ing  along  West  Virginia  Highway  65  'to 
Logan,  thence  along  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  10  to  Tralee,  thence  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  16  to  Beckley,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Summersville, 
thence  along  WesfVirginla  Highway  39 
to  the  Virginia- West  Virginia  State  line 
near  Rimel,  to  points  in  Alabama.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio, 
and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  8.  Dali  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C, 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  Xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kentucky-West  Virginia  State  line 
near  Williamson  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  Welch,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  16  to  Tralee,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  10  to 
Princeton,  thence  along  West  Viiginia 
Highway  20  to  Rainelle,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Alabama 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  Montgomery,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  331  to  the  Florida- 
Alabama  State  line  near  Florala.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Irontcm  or  Middleport,  Ohio, 
and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E80),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Ai^cant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  .  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 


petroleum  products,  as  described  In  Ai>* 
pendlx  xm  to  the  repmrt  In  DeseriptUme 
in  Motor  Carrier  CerUfleaUs,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  frcun  points  In 
West  Virginia  north  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  119,  to  points  in  Alabama  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-Alabama  State  line  near  Fisk  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
Montgomery,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
82  to  the  Georgia-Alabama  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ironton  or  Middleport, 
Ohio,  and  refiiieries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E81),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  north  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
West  Virginia  State  line  near  Pentress 
extending  along  unniunbered  highways 
to  Rivcsville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  3,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  3  to  West  Hamlin,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  10  to  junction 
West  Virginia  Highway  37,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  37  to  the  Ken¬ 
tucky-West  Virginia  State  Une  near  FH;. 
Gay,  to  points  in  Georgia.  The  purpose" of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E82),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Maryland- West  Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  Elkins,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  the  Ohio- West  Virginia  State 
line  at  Henderson,  to  points  In  Georgia 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Tenncssee-Georgla  State  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  7fc>to  Atlanta, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  19  to  Albcmy, 
thence  along  Georgia  High^way  133  to  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line.  The  purpose 


of  this  filing  is  to  dimlnate  the  gateways 
of  IronUm  or  Mlddlepeort,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leacb.  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E83),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AKdIoant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  PjO.  Bex  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  CKiio.  Appikeant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  8.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  iterate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  tran^iorting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  hi  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  119,  to  points  in  Florida. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Ironton  or  Mlddlepmi:, 
Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E84).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Irtmton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Appendices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  on  and  north 
of  a  line  begiiming  at  the  West  Virginla- 
Maryland  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  219  to  Elkins,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  33  to  the  Ohio- West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  at  Henderson,  to  points 
in  Florida  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  thence  alcmg  U.S.  Highway  319 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  98,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  98  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton,  or 
Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach.  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E85),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Ai^licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  described  in 
Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report 
in  the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  cm  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
West  Virginia  State  Une  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  19  to  Beckley,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  3  to  junc- 
tl(«  West  Virginia  Highway  99,  thence 
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along  West  Virginia  Highway  99  to  j\mc- 
tion  West  Virginia  Highway  85,  thence 
al(»ig;  West  Virginia  Highws^  85  to 
Oceana,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  85  to  North  ^ring,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  ^e  Kentucky- 
West  Virginia  State  line  near  William¬ 
son,  to  points  in  Florida  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Sarasota  extend¬ 
ing  along  Florida  Highway  780  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Florida  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Florida  Highway  70  to  Okeechobee, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  441  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E86),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xni  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on,  west,  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-West 
Virginia  State  line  near  Pentress  extend¬ 
ing  along  unnumbered  highway  thru 
Fairview  and  Baxter  to  RivesvlUe;  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  19  to  •  Clarksburg, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the 
West  Virglnia-Ohio  State  line  near 
Parkersburg,  to  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  extending  along  South  Carolina 
Highway  9  to  Pacolet,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  176  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  121,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  121  to  Saluda,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  178  to  North,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  321  to  Fairfax,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ironton  or  Mid¬ 
dleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E87),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Cehificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  In  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  in  Ha^ock,  Brooke,  Ohio, 
Marshall,  and  Wetzel  Counties,  and 
points  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
New  MarttnsvUle,  extending  along  West 
\arginla  Highway  18A  to  Junction  West 
Virginia  Highway  18,  thence  along  West 


Virginia  Highway  18  to  Linn,  thence 
along  UB.  Hi^way  33  to  the  C^io-West 
Virginia  State  line  near  Henderson,  to 
points  in  South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  dlminate  the  gatewa3rs  of 
Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

Na.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E88),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe- 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
Xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case,  supra),  from  points  in  West 
Virginia  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-West  Virginia  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to 
(fiarksburg,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  the  Ohio-West  Virg^ia  State  line 
at  Parkersburg,  to  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  west  of  U.S.  Highway  25.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio, 
and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E89),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xlll  to  the  report  In  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C, 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
xrv  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in  Han¬ 
cock,  Brooke,  Ohio,  and  Wetzell  and 
Marshall  Counties,  W,  Va.,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  Asheville,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  74  to  Lawrinburg,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  401  to  Fayetteville, 
thence  along  North  CTarolina  Highway 
24  to  Clinton,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
421  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E90),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FOMJ 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Ai^llcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tran^orting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  XUT  to  the  r^ort  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,%i  tank  vehicles  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  In  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case',  supra),  from  points  in  West 


Virginia  north  and  west  of  a  Une  extend¬ 
ing  from  Parkersburg  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  14  to  Gandeeville,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  34  to  Ham¬ 
lin,  thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway 
3  to  West  Virginia  Highway  10,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  10  to 
Huntington,  to  points  in  North  Car¬ 
olina  south  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Hobucken  extending  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  33  to  Greenville, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
43  to  Rocky  Moimt,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  117  to  Goldsboro,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  13  to  Newton  Grove,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  701  to  White  Lake, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  41 
to  Lumberton,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refin¬ 
eries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E91),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BRO’THERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter-  S.  Dail  (s^e  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from 
pcwts  in  West  Virginia  in  the  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line  at  Mason  ex¬ 
tending  al(mg  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Ripley, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  77  to 
West  Virginia  Highway  34,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  34  to  Hamlin, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  3  to 
West  Hamlin,  thence  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  10  to  Ranger,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  37  to  the  Ken¬ 
tucky-West  Virginia  State  line  at  Ft. 
Gay,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina. 
The  pmpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Ironton  or  Middleport, 
CXiio,  and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E92),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleiun  prodlicts  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  in  the  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  (Xiio- 
West  Virginia  State  line  at  Mason  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Rip¬ 
ley,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  77 
to  Junction  West  Virginia  Highway  34, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  34 
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to  Hamlin,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  3  to  West  Hamling,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  10  to 
Ranger,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  37  to  the  Kentucky-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  at  Ft.  Gay,  to  points  in 
Virginia  in  and  area  bounded  on  the 
south  and  west  by  a  line  beginning  at 
the  West  Vlrginia-Virginia  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  n.S.  Highway  33  to  Gor- 
donsvUle,  and  on  the  west  by  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15  to  the  North  Carolina-Virginia 
State  line,  and  tm  the  north  by  a  line 
extending  from  the  West  Vlrginia-Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  along  Virginia  Hi^way 
259  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  260, 
thrice  alimg  Virginia  Highway  260  to 
New  Market,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
211  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  522,  thence 
along  UH.  Highway  522,  to  Culpeper 
thence  altmg  Virginia  Highway  3  to  War¬ 
saw,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  360  to 
the  Maryland-Virginla  State  line,  includ¬ 
ing  points  in  Virginia  on  the  Del-Mar-Va 
Peninsula.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton  or 
Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E93).  fil^ 
April  11,  1974.  Aw>licant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Aulhoriiy  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vdtiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  XQI  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  btilk,  in  tank  v^cles  (except  pe- 
troletun  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  KV  to  the  repmt  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Oabell,  Wayne,  and  Mingo  Counties, 
W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Maryland  on  and 
north  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Penn- 
sylvania-Maryland  State  line  extending 
along  Maryland  Highway  47  to  Cumber¬ 
land,  thoice  along  UJ5.  Highway  40  to 
Baltimore,  thence  along  Maryland  High¬ 
way  3  to  junction  Maryland  Highway 
178,  thence  along  Maryland  Highway  178 
to  Annapolis,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  Queenstown,  including  points  in 
Maryland  <m  the  Dd-Mar-Va  Peninsula, 
and  points  in  Ddaware.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E94).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  An>licant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^cles  (except  pe- 
trolevim  products  describ«l  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  frmn  points  in 
(Tabell,  Wayne,  and  liUngo  Counties, 
W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Virginia  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginla- 


Virglnia  State  line  extaiding  along  UB. 
Highway  50  to  Wlrtchester,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  7  to  Beriyville,  thence 
al(mg  UJ3.  Hiidiway  340  to  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line  near  Gaylmrd, 
including  those  points  in  Virginia  on  the 
Del-Mar-Va  Peninsula.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  dlminate  the  gateways  of 
Iixmton  or  Middleport,  CXiio,  and  r^n- 
eries  at  m:  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E95).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  (Hfio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleiun  pr^ucts  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  r^rt  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Cabell,  Wayne,  Lincoln,  Logan,  and  Ma¬ 
son  Counties,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land  on  and  north  of  a  line  begiiming  at 
the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line 
extending  along  Maryland  Highway  47 
to  Cumberland,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  Hagerstown,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  77  to  MMdleburg, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  84  to 
junction  Maryland  Highway  31,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  31  to  Westmin¬ 
ster,  thence  along  U-S.  Highway  140  to 
Pikesville,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  695  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  UJS.  Highway  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  Maryland  Highway  700,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  700  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  150,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  150  to  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay  near  (Thase,  including  all 
points  in  Maryland  on  the  Del-Mar-Va 
Peninsula.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton  or 
Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E96),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(C^oal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  petroleum  products,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles  (except  petroleum  products  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendices  XIV  and  XV  to 
the  report  in  the  Descriptions  case,  su¬ 
pra),  from  points  in  West  Virginia  on, 
south,  and  west 'of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line 
near  Henderson  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  35  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  64,  thence  along  Interstsate 
Highway  64  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34 
to  junction  West  Virginia  Highway  3, 
thence  almig  West  Virginia  Highway  3  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  119,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  the  Kmtucky-West 


Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Delaware. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Ironton  or  Middleport, 
Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E97),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  souidit  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk;  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  West  Virginia- Virginia  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  West  Virginia  Highway 
80  to  junction  West  Virginia  Highway  10. 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  10 
to  Logan,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119 
to  Charleston,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
35  to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line 
near  H^derson,  to  points  in  New  Jersey. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ironton  or  Middleport, 
Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or  near  Lecush,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E98),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Ai^licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209.  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^cles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) .  from  points  in 
Cabell,  Logan.  Mingo,  and  Wayne  Coun¬ 
ties,  W.  Va.,  to  points  In  Pennsylvania. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  diminate 
the  gateways  of  Ironton  or  kfiddleport, 
Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E99).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpmrting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  smd  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  fnun  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  west  of  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Tnrginia  State 
Une  at  Henderson  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  35  to  Charleston,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  Logan,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  10  to  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  80.  thence  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  80  to  the  Virginia-West 
Ifirginia  State  Une,  to  pefints  in  Pennsyl- 
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vania  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
near  Lawrenceville,  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  Tioga,  thence  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  287  to  Morris,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  414  to  Can¬ 
ton,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
154  to  Laporte,  thence  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  42  to  Ashland,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  61  to  Read¬ 
ing,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
10  to  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  Ironton  or  Mid- 
dleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  ElOO),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Huntington,  W.  Va., 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junc¬ 
tion  West  Virginia  Highway  34.  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  34  to  Ham¬ 
lin,  thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway 
3  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  119,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  119  to  Logan,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  10  to  junc¬ 
tion  West  Vi’‘glnia  Highway  80,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  80  to  the 
Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line,  to 
points  in  New  York.  Hie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky.,  and 
Ironton  or  Mlddleport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  ElOl),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ircmton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dali  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  r^Kjrt  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank'  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
West  Virginia  State  line  at  Williamson 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  119,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  Logan,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  10  to  Plne- 
ville,  thence  along  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  16  to  Beckley,  thence  along  U.S. 
Hi^way  19  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line  at  Bluefield,  to  points  in  New 
York  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvanla  State  line 
extendb^  along  New  York  Highway  16 


to  Hinsdale,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  408  to  Garwoods,  thaice  along 
New  York  Highway  70  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  70A,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  70A  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  36,  thaice  along  New  York 
Highway  36  to  Dansville,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  63  to  Wayland, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  15  to 
Lake  Ontario  north  of  Rochester.  The 
piu*pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Ironton  or  Middleport,  Ohio, 
and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E102),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) .  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  .  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra),  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Virginia 
State  line  at  Henderson  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  Charleston,  thence 
al(»ig  U.Ss,^Highway  21  to  junction  West 
Virginia  Highway  20.  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State 
line,  to  points  in  New  York  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  extending  along 
New  York  Highway  248A  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  21,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  21  to  Pultneyville.  The 
purpose  ot  tiite  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Irontim  or  Middleport,  Ohio, 
and  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  I^. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E103) ,  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dali  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  petroleum  products,  as  described 
in  Appendix  xm  to  tiie  report,  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
(except  petroleiun  products  described  in 
Appendices  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in 
the  Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  frcwn 
points  in  West  Virginia  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line  at  Henderson  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  Charieston,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  Beckley,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  16  to 
Yukon,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  83  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line,  to  points  in  Vermont  and 
New  Hampshire.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Iron- 
ton  or  Middleport,  Ohio,  and  r^nerles 
at  or  near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E104),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 


BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  C»iio.  Applicant’s  repre- 
saitative:  Walter  S.  Dali  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petro¬ 
leum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case,  supra),  from  points  in  West 
Virginia  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Henderson  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35  to  Charleston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
52,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  52  to 
laeger,  thence  along  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  80  to  Bradshaw,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  83  to  the  West  Vir- 
ginia-Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  smd  Rhode 
Island.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ironton  or 
Middleport,  Ohio,  and  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  72'7.  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  OWo.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
iriregular  routes,  transiting:  Liquid  pe- 
tr oleum  products,  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petro¬ 
leum  products  described  in  Appendices 
•  XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case,  supro),  from  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line 
at  Paynesville  extending  along  Virginia 
Highway  83  to  Fremont,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  63  to  St.  Paul,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  58  to 
Jonesville,  thence  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  70  to  the  Vlrglnia-Tennessee  State 
line,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  lUiode  Island,  and 
Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  refineries  at  or 
near  Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E106).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Chrove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petro¬ 
leum  products  described  in  AiH>endices 
XTV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 
tions  case,  supra),  from  points  in  CAiio 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  35  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
and  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky..  and  Hunt¬ 
ington,  W.  Va. 
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No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E107).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  POfRD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Inmton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Appttcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  6.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tran^)orting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xnr  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and<XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points 
in  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  C^io-Indiana  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Ohio  Highway  73  to  Wilming¬ 
ton.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
Washington  Court  House,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  Chillicothe,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  50  to  Athens,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  33  to  the  Ohio- West 
Virginia  State  line  near  Pomeroy,  to 
points  in  New  Hampshire  and  Vermcmt. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky..  and  Huntington,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  ElOS),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC..  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xni  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Appen¬ 
dices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra),  from  points 
in  Ohio  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
35,  to  points  in  New  York  south  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  209  to  Kingston,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  87  to  Albany, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  20  to  the 
New  York-Massachusetts  State  line.  TTie 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach, 
Ky.,  and  Huntington,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E109),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  XTTT  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleum  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  soutti  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  Cincinnati, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Chil¬ 
licothe,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  35  to 
Jackson,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  124 
to  the  Ohio- West  Virginia  State  line  near 
Pomeroy,  to  points  in  New  York  on  and 


east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line  near  Se^ey 
Creek  ext^ding  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  328  to  Elmira,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  13  to  Cazenovla,  thmce 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  East  Winfield, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  51  to 
Mohawk,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  28  to  Pidand,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  8  to  Speculator,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  30  to  Tupper  Lake, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  3  to 
jimction  New  York  Highway  56  near 
Childwold,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  56  to  the  United  States-Canada  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line.  The  p\irpo6e 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky.,  and 
Huntingfton,  W,  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  EllO),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohia  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  D^  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  r^?ort  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
petroleiun  products  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  XIV  and  XV  to  the  r^x>rt  in  the 
Descriptions  case,  supra) ,  from  points  in 
Ohio  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  Cincinnati,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Hillsboro, 
thence  along  Cdiio  Highway  124  to  Jack- 
son,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  the 
Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line  near 
Kanauga,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  (d  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Maryland-Pennsylvania  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Cham- 
bersburg,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  433  to  Roxbury,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  641  to  Spring 
Run,  thence  alcmg  Pennsylvania  ffigh- 
way  75  to  Port  Royal,  thence  aKmg  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Higdiway  333  to  Lewistown, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  322  to  Potters 
Mill,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  144  to  Pleasant  Gap,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  64  to  Lock  Haven, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  220  tx>  Larry’s 
Cheek,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  287  to  Tioga,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  north  of  Lawrenceville. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gat^ays  of.  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky.,  and  Huntington,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
April  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sotight  to  (operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe- 
troleum  products,  as  described  in  Appra- 
dix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petro¬ 
leum  products  described  in  Appendices 
XIV  and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descrip¬ 


tions  case,  supra),  from  points  in  Ohio 
on  .and  south  ot  UB.  ffighway  35,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
refineries  at  or  near  Leach,  Ky.,  and 
Huntington,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E112).  filed 
AprU  11.  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant:  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  <H>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohoHs  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vdiicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  north  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  extending  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  37  to  Junction  West 
Virginia  Hlfidiway  10,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  10  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  119,  thence  along  U.S.  EQghway 
119  to  Jimction  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence 
along  U.S.  Higdiway  52  to  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  to  points  In 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S.  IBidiway 
31-W.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton,  Ohio, 
and  the  plant  site  of  Oxo-Chemical  Co., 
at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre- 
s^tative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-cdcohois  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-Mlchlgan  State  line  extending 
al<Hig  UB.  Hi^way  23  to  the  Ohlo-Ken- 
tucky  State  line  near  Portsmouth,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  (m  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  27.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Catletts- 
burg  and  Ashland,  Ky.,  and  the  plant  site 
of  Oxo-Chemlcal  Co.,  at  ^veihill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHEI^,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcfuit’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-aJcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  v^iicles,  from  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  CUiio-Michigan  State  Une  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the  Ohlo-Ken- 
tucky  State  Une  near  Portsmouth,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  U  S. 
Highway  27.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Oatletts- 
burg  and  Ashltmd,  Ky.,  and  the  plant  site 
of  Oxo-Chemlcal  Co.,  at  Haverhfll,  Ohio. 

Na  MC  112595  (Suh^O.  E114).  filed 
Aprfl  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  fronton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcoholt  and  liquid  spent  olefins.  In 
bulk,  In  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  south  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  '  Huntington  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  Bluefidd,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  119, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  Logan, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  10 
to  jimction  West  Virginia  Highway  37, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  37 
to  the  Kentucky-West  Virginia  State 
line,  to  points  in  Indiana  and  Michigan. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhUl,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E115),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rQ)re- 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
IrregulEu:  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  south  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-West  Virginia 
State  line  at  Ft.  Gay  extending  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  37  to  junction 
West  Virginia  Highway  10,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  10  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  119,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  the 
Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line  at 
Bluefield,  to  points  in  Michigan  and 
those  points  in  Indiana  north  of  a  line 
beglniiing  at  Madison,  extending  along 
Indiana  Highway  256  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  39,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  39  to  jimction  Indiana  Highway 
56,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  56  to 
Paoll,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  150  to 
the  Indiana-minols  State  line  near 
Vincennes,  Ind.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Iron- 
ton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E116),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  within  an  area  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  Parkersbiurg  ex¬ 
tending  sdong  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the 
Maryland- West  Virginia  State  line  near 
Aurora,  thence  along  the  Maryland- West 
Virginia  Stote  line  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219 
to  junction  UJS.  Highway  33,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  the  Ohio-West 
Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Indiana 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  74.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plant- 
site  of  Oxo-Chonic^  Co.,  at  Haverhill, 
Ohio. 


No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E117).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Ai^llcant’s  r^re- 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Virginia  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  West  Virginia- Virginia  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
Gordonsville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
15  to  the  North  Carolina- Virginia  State 
line,  and  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  21, 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
(Tatlettsburg  or  Leach,  Ky.,  and  the 
plantsite  of  Oxo-Chemicals  Co.,  at 
Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E118),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia,  to  points  in  Illinois  on 
and  south  of  U.S,  Highway  50.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gatewasrs  of  Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plant- 
site  of  Oxo-Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhiU, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio,  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frcan  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
line  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  Une  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  IlUnols.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways. of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhiU,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  I^U  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
Une  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  Une  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Blinois.  The  purpose  of  this 


filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  Uie  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BRO'THERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  'from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
Une  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  line  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhUl,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
AprU  n,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above! .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vriiicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
Une  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  tlie  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  Une  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Blinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatewairs  of 
Ircmton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhUl,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiUar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
Une  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virgipia- 
Maryland  State  Une  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Blinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhUl,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
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bulk,  in  tank  v^icles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia -Ohio  State 
line  at  Mason  extending  along  U£.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
UH.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  line  near  Aurora,  W.  Va. 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119>,  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dali  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-aJcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia -Ohio  State 
line  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Hi^way  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  line  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  Ihe  pxirpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant;  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
line  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Hi^way  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  line  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  pmrpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
InmUm,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemic^  Oo.,  at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
line  at  Mason  extending  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thmce  along 
U.S.  Hi^way  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  line  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  thLs 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
CSieniicals  Co.,  at  Haverhfll,  Ohio. 


No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  at  Mason  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  line  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Viiginia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia - 
Maryland  State  Une  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
fiUng  is  to  eUminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhiU,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Maryland  State  line  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
fiUng  is  to  eUminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plant  site  of  Oso- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhiU,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC..  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  Uquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  pc^ts  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  at  Mason  extending  along  U.S. 


Highway  33  to  Weston,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  West  Vhginia- 
Maryland  State  Une  near  Aurora,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ironton,  Ohio,  and  the  plant  site  of  Oxo- 
Chemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhiU.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E120).  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre- 
saitative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transp(»ting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehides,  from  p(Mnts  in 
West  Virginia  on  tmd  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  at  Huntington  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  Gauley  Bridge,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  39  to  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  Une,  to  points  in 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ironton, 
Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo-Chemi- 
cals,  at  Haverhill,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E121),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  '  Applicant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Goal  Grove),  Oho.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  op«ate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oxo-alcohols  and  liquid  spent  olefins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frmn  points  in 
Virginia  on,  west,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Vir- 
ginia  State  line  extending  tdong  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  (jrordonsviUe,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  15  to  the  North  Caro- 
lina-Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eUminate  the  gateways  of  (Tatlettsburg 
or  Leach.  Ky.,  and  the  plantsite  of  Oxo- 
CSiemicals  Co.,  at  HaverhiU,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E122),  filed 
April  11.  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(CToal  Grove).  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petroleum 
products  described  in  Appenhces  XTV 
and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descriptions 
case,  supra),  (except  petro  chemicals', 
from  Freedom,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Breck- 
enridge  extending  along  Minnesota 
Highway  216  to  Fergus  Falls,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  Detroit  Lakes, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  34  to 
Park  Rapids,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  the  United  States-Canada  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate  of  re¬ 
fineries  at  or  neu:  L^h,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E124),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  ApiUkant:  FORD 
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BROTHE318,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Irontca 
(Cool  Grove),  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Doll  (same  os 
above).  Authority  sougrht  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  xm 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  petroleum 
products  described  in  Appendices  XIV 
and  XV  to  the  report  in  the  Descriptions 
case,  supra),  (except  petro  chemicals), 
from  Freedom,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
South  Carolina,  and  those  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  west  of  n.S.  Highway  27. 
The  purpose  of  this  filhig  1$  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E125),  filed 
AprU  11, 1974.  Applicant:  FORD  BROTH¬ 
ERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton  (Coal 
Grove) ,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  XHI  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  (except  petroleum  products 
described  in  Appendices  XTV  and  XV  to 
the  report  in  the  Descriptions  case, 
supra),  (except  petro-chemicals) ,  from 
Freedom,  Pa.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  North  Carolina  Highway 
16.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  refineries  at  or  near 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
AprU  11. 1974.  AppUcant;  FORD  BROTH¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton  (Coal 
Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  am¬ 
monia,  which  is  a  liquid  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
In  West  Virginia  on  and  south  and  west 
of  U.S.  Hl^way  60.  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Van  Wert,  Ohio,  and 
Ashland,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E129) .  filed 
AprU  11. 1974.  AppUcant:  FORD  BROTH¬ 
ERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton  (Coal 
Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  representative : 
Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiUar 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  am¬ 
monia,  which  is  a  Uquid  petroleum  prod¬ 
uct.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
In  Virginia  south  and  west  of  a  line  be- 
« ginning  at  the  West  Virglnia-Virglnia 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  GordcmsvUle,  thence  along  ITB. 
Highway  15  to  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  to  points  in  Michigan. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Van  Wert,  Ohio,  and 
Leach,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E132).  filed 
AprU  11, 1974.  AppUcant:  FORD  BROTH¬ 


ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton  (Coal 
Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as  sUwve) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiUar 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  am¬ 
monia,  which  is  a  Uquid  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Huntington  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  Gauley  Bridge,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  39  to  the 
Virginia- West  Virginia  State  line  near 
Rimel,  to  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north 
of  Indiana  Highway  26.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Van  Wert  and  Ironton,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E133),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  Dail  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irreglUar  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  which  is  a  liquid  petro¬ 
leum  product,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  West  Virginia  within  an 
area  bovmded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
Huntington  extending  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  10  to  Logan,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  Bluefield,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
21  to  Charleston,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35  to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State 
line,  to  points  in  Ulinois  on  and  north 
of  |i  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Hlinois  State  line  extending  along  Blinois 
Highway  9  to  Paxton,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  Champaign,  thence  along 
Ulinois  Highway  10  to  Lincoln,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Springfield, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  the 
niinois-Mlssouri  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Van  Wert  and  Ironton,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton 
(Coal  Grove),  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  which  is  a  Uquid  petro¬ 
leum  product,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  West  Virginia  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  50,  and  cm  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Bluefield  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  21  to 
Charleston,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
35  to  the  Ohio- West  Virginia  State  Une, 
to  points  in  Ulinois  on  and  north  of  a  lin^ 
beginning  at  the  Indlana-IUinols  State 
line  extending  along  Indiana  Highway  9 
to  Paxton,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway 
45  to  Champedgn.  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  47  to  Decatur,  thence  al(mg 
Illinois  Highway  48  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  66,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
66  to  Hamel,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  140  to  the  minois-Iifissouri  State 
line  at  Alton.  The  purpose  of  this  flUng 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Van  Wert 
and  Ironton,  Ohio. 


No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  E135),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  AppUcant:  FORD 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Iron- 
ton  (Coal  Grove) ,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  S.  DaU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  which  is  a  liquid  petro¬ 
leum  product,  in  biUk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Virginia  within  an  area 
bounded'by  a  Une  beginning  at  the  West 
Virginia-Virginia  State  Une  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  GordonsvUle, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the 
North  CaroUna-Virginia  State  line, 
thence  along  the  North  CaroUna-Vir¬ 
ginia  State  Une  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
52  near  Cana,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  Une,  thaice  along  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  Une  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning,  to  points  in  Indiana  north  of 
a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ohlo-Indlana 
State  Une  extending  along  Indiana 
Highway  26  to  Portland,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  67  to  Anderson,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  32  to  Crawfords- 
vUle,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to 
the  lUinols-Indiana  State  Une.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eUmlnate  the 
gateway  of  Van  Wert,  Ohio,  and  Leach, 
or  Catlettsburg,  Ky. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-^26413  Piled  10-l-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  78] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER  CAR¬ 
RIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER  AP- 
^  PLICATIONS 

ItePTEMBER  26,  1975. 

The  foUowing  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1100  247^  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR,  as  amended) ,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  AprU  20,  1966, 
effective  May  20,  1966.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  protest 
to  the  granting  of  an  appUcation  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
appUcation  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  FaUure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  protest  under  these  nUes 
should  comp^  with  section  247(d)  (3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detaUed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  (Including  a  copy  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  portiims  of  its  authority  which  Pro¬ 
testant  beUeves  to  foe  in  c<mfilct  with  that 
sought  in  the  appUcation.  and  describ¬ 
ing  in  detaU  the  method — ^whether  by 
joinder,  interline,  or  othor  means— by 
which  Protestant  would  use  such  author- 


^  Copies  of  SpscUl  Rule  347  (es  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commwce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 
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ity  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  service 
proposed),  and  shall  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  facts,  matters,  and  things 
relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include  issues 
or  allegations  phrased  generally.  Pro¬ 
tests  not  in  reasonable  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  original  and  one  (1)  copy 
of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)  (4)  of 
the  special  nil^,  and  shall  include  the 
cei'tification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
niles  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its 
am>lication  have  been  filed,  and  within 
60  days  of  the  date  of  this  publication, 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  (1) 
that  it  is  reculy  to  proceed  and  prosecute 
the  application,  or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to 
withdraw  the  application,  failure  In 
which  the  application  will  be  dismissed 
by  the  Comindssion. 

Further  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or  other 
procedures)  will  be  determined  generally 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
general  policy  statement  concerning 
motor  carrier  licensing  procedures,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
May  3,  1966.  This  assignment  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  entertained  following 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  a 
notice  that  the  proceeding  has  been  as¬ 
signed  for  oral  hearing. 

Evidence  respecting  how  equipment  is 
expected  to  be  returned  to  an  origin 
point,  as  well  as  other  data  relating  to 
operational  feasibility  (Including  the 
need  for  dead-head  operations),  must 
be  presented  as  part  of  an  applicant’s 
initial  evidentiary  presentation  (either 
at  oral  hearing  or  in  its  opening  verified 
statement  tmd^  the  modified  procedure) 
with  respect  to  all  applications  filed  on 
or  after  December  1, 1973. 

II  an  applicant  states  in  its  initial  evi¬ 
dentiary  presentation  that  empty  or 
partially  empty  vehicle  movements  will 
result  upon  a  grant  of  its  {^plication,  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  expected  (1)  to  specify 
the  extent  of  such  empty  operations,  by 
mileages  and  the  number  of  vehicles,  that 
would  be  incurred,  and  (2)  to  designate 
where  such  empty  vehicle  operations  will 
be  conducted. 

Each  applicant  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  oa  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  implication. 

No.  MC  631  (Sub-No.  322),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember^  1975.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Grlc^  Road, 
Houston,  Tex.  T7021.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wray  E.  Huedies  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Autitunrity  sonsdit  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 


hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wine,  wine  vroducte,  and  wine  by¬ 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tmik  vehteles,  from 
Altus,  Ark.,  to  Brooklyn,  Hanunondsport. 
Highland,  Hudson  Falls,  Marlboro,  and 
Naples,  N.Y.  and  Buchatmon,  Herbert, 
Hartford,  Lawton,  Paw  Paw.  and  St.  Jo¬ 
seph,  Mich,  and  their  commercial  zones. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  495) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O. 
Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  O.  ’Turney,  2001 
Massachusetts  Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  (gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  uid  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  plantsite  of  Durex  Products 
of  Indiana,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Wind¬ 
fall,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  496) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1975.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O. 
Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  O.  Turney,  2001 
Massachusetts  Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen~ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
housdiold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  buUL  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving  the 
plantsite  of  Sara  Lou  Fashions,  Inc.  at 
or  near  Greenwood  Springs,  Miss,  as  an 
off -route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions. 

Note. — Common  oontrcd  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis,  Tenn. 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2860  (Sub-No.  150),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC,,  57  West  Park  Avenue, 
Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  W.  Randall  Tj^,  1400  Candler 
Bldg.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  and  sold  by  retail  chain  groc«7 
and  department  stores  (except  cmnmodi- 
ties  in  bulk),  between  points  in  nmdda, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Georida,  Nmth  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina  and  Virginia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  tranq;x>rtatlen  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  stores, 
warehouses  or  storage  facilities  of  Pood 


Fair  Stores,  Inc.,  JM.  Fields,  Inc.,  and 
Ideal  Shoe  Conpany. 

Note*— Coxamon  sontrol  may  be  involved. 

IX  a  hearing  la  dnsned  neoeeaary,  the  appii- 
oani  requests  It  be  hfrid  at  either  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  Phltedelphla,  Pa. 

No.  MC  2900  (Sub-No.  279),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1975.  Applicant:  RYD^ 
TRUCK  ONES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2408, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32203.  Ai^ilicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  S.  E.  Somers,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting : 
General  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Cmnmission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  :  Serving  Bastrop,  La.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  presently  authorized  regular 
routes. 

Note. — (Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Shreveport 
or  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  3062  (Sub-No.  36),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1975.  Applicant:  L.  A.  TUC^EIER 
TRUCK  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  Op¬ 
erator  of  BONIFIELD  BROS.  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  321  No.  Spring  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  1060,  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  ^701. 
Applicant’s  repres^itative:  James  R. 
Ponsot  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring 
special  eqi^ment),  (1)  Between  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  and  Chicago,  HI.:  From  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  over  Interstate  Highway  55 
(U.S.  Highway  66  where  not  complete) , 
to  Chicago,  HI.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only;  (2)  Between  Decatur.  HI. 
and  C3ilcago,  HI.:  (A)  From  Decatur,  HL 
over  Illinois  Highway  47  to  Junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  10.  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  10  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  57,  thence  over  interstate  Highway 
57  to  Chicago,  HL,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  Intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only;  and  (B)  From 
Decatur.  HI.  over  UJ3.  Highway  36  to 
Jimction  Interstate  Highway  57.  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  57  to  Chicago, 
HI.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  Intermediate  points,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only. 

Note. — IX  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  13179  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  25.  1975.  Ap^icant:  R.  C.  WIL¬ 
LIAMS.  INC.,  West  40  Highway,  P.O.  Box 
273,  RusseU,  Kans.  67666.  AjHdicant’s 
representative:  K  H.  Sewdl  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  souidit  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Machinerv.  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies,  used  in,  or  in  conn^tlon 
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with,  the  generating,  transmission,  or 
distribution  of  electricity,  the  loading, 
unloading,  or  movement  of  which  re¬ 
quires  the  use  of  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Kansas  bounded  on  the 
east  by  a  line  beginning  on  the  Kansas- 
Nebraska  State  Boundary  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  inter¬ 
section  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  westerly 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  intersection 
U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  southerly  along 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  the  Kansas- 
Oklahoma  State  Boundary  line  and 
points  in  Beaver,  Cimarron,  and  Texas 
Counties,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  all  railhead  points  within 
the  same  area,  as  described  in  the  base 
radial  territory,  and  repair  facilities  in 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Colorado,  Nebraska, 
Texas  and  within  the  Commercial  Zone 
of  Kansas  City,  Mp. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Wichita,  Kans.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  17051  (Sub-No.  17),  filed  Sep- 
tember  9,  1975.  Applicant:  BARNET’S 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  758  Lidgerwood  Ave¬ 
nue,  Elizabeth,  N.J.  07202.  Applicant’s 
representative:  S.  Michael  Richards,  44 
North  Avenue,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdficle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Wearing  op- 
parcl,  (on  hangers),  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  wearing  apparel 
(exc^  in  bulk  and  except  as  presently 
authorized) ,  between  Newark,  Perth  Am¬ 
boy,  and  Trenton,  N.J.,  Johnsontown, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  Tennessee  and  CSfeorgla. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
New  Tork,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1975,  Applicant:  Mc(X>R- 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  RJ}.  3,  Box  4,Cainpb^  Road, 
Schenectady,  N.Y.  12306.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  Suite  501, 
1111  E  St.  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
AuthCHdty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motm:  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  :  (1)  Heat  exchangers 
and  equalizers  for  air,  gas  or  liquids,  and 
vuuMnery  and  equipment  for  heating, 
cooling,  conditioning,  humidif3dng,  de- 
humldifylng,  and  moving  of  air,  gas  or 
liquids;  and  (2)  parts,  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  distribution,  installation,  or 
eraticm  of  the  items  in  (1)  above  (except 
in  bulk),  between  points  in  Monroe, 
Randolph,  and  Perry  Counties,  HI.,  and 
points  in  St.  (Hair  County,  HL  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  inter¬ 
section  of  Illinois  Highway  177  and  the 
St  Clair  (bounty  Boundary  line  end  ex¬ 
tending  along  minols  H^way  177  to  in¬ 
tersection  Hhnols  Highway  158,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  158  to  intersec¬ 
tion  the  St.  Clair  County  Boundary  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restilcted  to  the 
tranqwrtatioa  of  shipments  originating 


at  or  destined  to  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  the  Singer  Company  at 
points  in  Monroe,  Randolph,  Perry  and 
St  dalr  Counties,  HL 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcwt  does  not  state  a  location. 

No.  MC  22179  (Sub-No.  17) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1975.  Applicant:  FREEMAN 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  416  Jackson  Avenue, 
P.O.  Drawer  925,  Oxford,  Miss.  38655. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Louis  I. 
Dailey,  2208  Sterick  Building,  Memphis, 
Tenn.  38103.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Ckim- 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment).  Between 
Yazoo  City,  Miss,  and  Vicksburg,  Miss.: 
From  Yazoo  City  over  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  3  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  61  at 
or  near  Redwood,  Miss.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  Vicksburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  Redwood 
and  Sartartia,  Miss,  as  intermediate 
points. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Vicksburg 
or  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  22229  (Sub-No.  103) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1975.  Applicant:  TERMINAL 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  248 
Chester  Ave.,  SE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30316. 
Api^cant’s  representative:  Harold  H. 
(Hokey,  1740  The  Equitable  Building, 
Atlanta,  0&.  30303.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (exc^t  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex- 
Idosives,  housdbold  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodiUes  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
Serving  the  plantsite  of  The  Lovable 
Company  at  or  near  Buford,  Ga.,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regiUar  route  (^rations  in  Docket 
No.  22229. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neoessfuy,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  in  Atlanta,  Ga.  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  23441  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Applicant:  LAY  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  INC.,  1312  Lake  Street, 
LaPorte,  Ind.  46350.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465- 
One  Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Hay- 
pressers  and  windrow  pickups,  combined, 
forage  or  ensilage  harvesters,  dump 
blowers  with  pipes  and  attachments, 
com  pickers  and  huskers,  combined, 
rakes  with  teeth  attached  folded,'  manure 
spreaders  or  loaders,  mowers,  and  hay 
loaders,  knocked  down,  from  Chicago, 
HI.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  CHilo  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania;  (2)  roadgraders,  combined 
harvesters,  separator,  clover  huRers, 
tractors,  plows,  and  parts  of  the  fore¬ 


going  commodities,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Michigan,  Kentucky, 
Missouri,  Tennessee,  CMiio,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  LaPorte,  Ind.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  Ill.,  or 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  26739  (Sub-No.  87) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1975.  Applicant:  CROUCH 
FREIGHT  SYSTEMS  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1059,  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  64502.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Roland  Rice,  1111  E 
Street  NW.,  Suite  618,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  between  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.:  (1)  Prom 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  3,  thence 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  3  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  46,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  46  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
80,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  94,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  94  to  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  thence  over  U.S,  Highway  141  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  10  (near  Main- 
towoc,  Wis.) ,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  jimction  Interstate  Highway  94, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
Minneapolis,  Minn,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  and  (2)  From  Jersey  CMly, 
N.J.  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  3,  thence  over  New 
Jersey  Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  46,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  46  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  94,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  94  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
35  to  Minneapolis,  Minn,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  as 
alternate  routes  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only,  in  conjunction  with  its  au¬ 
thorized  regular  routes,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note. — Common  coutrcfi  may  be  InvcfiTed. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  appUcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.- 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  120) ,  filed  Sep- 
tanber  10,  1975.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GAB- 
LER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  200,  R.D.  Cham- 
ber^urg.  Pa.  17201.  Applicam’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North 
Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101.  Au¬ 
thority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Su^  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and 
chain  grocery  food  business  houses  (ex¬ 
cept  c(Hnmodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
shtM)ing  faculties  of  Hanover  Terminals, 
Inc.,  D.  Westerv^t,  Inc.  and  Hanover 
l^ands,  Inc.  located  at  or-  near  Shrew- 
bury.  New  Freedom,  and  Hanover,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  othK*. 
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points  In  Connecticut,  Ddaware,  the  Dis* 
trict  of  Columbia,  Rorlda,  Iiiaryland. 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York. 
North  Carolina,  C^o,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  restricted  to  transportation  origl- 
natiiig  at  or  destined  to  the  above-named 
shipping  facilities  at  or  near  EOuewsbury, 
New  Preed<Hn,  and  Hanover,  Pa. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  C4>plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  326) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  18, 1975.  Applicant:  DATJiAS  &  MA¬ 
VIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC., 4000  West 
Sample  Street,  South  Bend,  Ind.  46627. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles 
Pieroni  (same  address  as  applicant)  .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregt^ 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Commodities, 
the  transF>ortation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  related  machinery  parts, 
and  related  contractors’  materials  and 
supplies,  when  their  transportation  is  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  of  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment: 
and  (2)  self-propelled  articles,  esu^h 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  re¬ 
lated  machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  sup¬ 
plies  when  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  between  points  in  Niagara  and  Erie 
Counties,  N.Y.,  and  that  portion  of  Cat¬ 
taraugus  County,  N.Y.  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  219,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Michigan  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Michigan-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  northerly  along 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  its  junction  with 
Michigan  Highway  78,  thence  northeast¬ 
erly  along  Michigan  Highway  78  to  its 
jxmction  with  Michigan  Highway  21, 
thence  over  Michigan  Highway  21  to  its 
jimction  with  Interstate  Highway  75, 
thence  extending  northerly  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  to  Saginaw  Bay  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Monroe  County,  Mich.). 

Non. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  551) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1975.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  St.,  P.O.  Box  5000,  Waterloo, 
Iowa  50702.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  P.  Rhodes  (same  address  as  tqipli- 
cant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Loose 
books  and  such  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  used  by  schools  and  libraries  v^en 
transported  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  heating  units,  (1)  from  Am¬ 
herst,  Ashbumham,  Boston,  Burlington, 
Cambridge,  Clinton,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Lex¬ 
ington,  Newton,  Reading,  Springfield, 
Waltham,  and  WeUsley  Hills,  Mass.,  to 
Jersey  City,  N.J.,  Commerce,  and  Atlan¬ 
ta,  Ga.,  Clarksville,  Tex.,  Momence,  Bl., 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Allen¬ 
town,  Pa.,  Cedar  Falls,  Iowa  and  Reno, 
Nev.;  and  (2)  frwn  Jersey  City,  N.J.; 
Philadelphia  and  Scranton,  Pa.;  Bing¬ 
hamton,  Buffalo,  and  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  and 


Westminster,  Md.,  to  Oommax^  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.;  Clarksville,  Tex.;  Momence, 
m.;  Nashvine,  Tenn.;  Little  Rock,  Ark.; 
Allentown,  Pa.;  Cedar  Falls,  Iowa,  and 
Reno,  Nev.,  restricted  to  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to  warehouses  and 
facilities  utilized  by  Baker  k  Taylor  Com¬ 
panies — ^Division  of  W.  R.  Grace  k  Co., 
located  at  the  above-named  origins  and 
destinations. 

Notx.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
does  not  specify  location. 

No.  MC  31389  (Sub-No.  206),  filed 
August  28,  1975.  Applicant:  McLEAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
617  Waughtowh  Street,  P.O.  Box  213, 
Winston-Salem.  N.C.  27102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  F.  E^elman 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  r^mlar  routes, 
transporting:'  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  gooda  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  ccnnmodities 
in  bulk  and  those  reqifiring  special 
equipment) ,  serving  the  plantsite  of  At¬ 
water-Strong  Company  at  or  near  At¬ 
water,  Ohio,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
junction  with  applicant’s  regular  route 
operations  to  and  from  Akron,  Ohio. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Columbus,  Ohio 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  33426  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Applicant:  FULLER 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  198, 
West  Columbia,  S.C.  29169.  Ai^licant’s 
representative:  Mitchell  King,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  1628,  Greenville,  S.C.  29602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (gierate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
South  Carolina,  to  Augusta  and  Sa¬ 
vannah,  Ga.  and  points  in  their  com¬ 
mercial  zones. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  intends  to 
tack  the  above  requested  authority  with  the 
authority  it  holds  In  MC  33436  in  order  to 
provide  service  on  General  commodities 
(with  exceptions)  between  points  in  South 
Carolina,  and  Augxista  and  Savaimah,  Oa.  If 
a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  42261  (Sub-No.  122) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975.  Applicant:  LANGER 
TRANSPORT  <X)RP.,  a  Corporation, 
Box  305,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07303.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  W.  C.  Mitchell,  370 
Lexington  Avenue.  New  York,  N.Y.  10017. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Irik,  ink  ma¬ 
terials  and  varnish,  in  hulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  New  Albany,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Illinois.  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Tennessee  and  Texas. 

Nots.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
iqiplicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  or  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 


No.  MC  44735  (Sub-No.  25),  filed  Sep- 
tonber  2.  1975.  Applicant:  KISSICK 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  7101  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64126.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jandera, 
641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka.  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fibrous 
gUiss  materials  and  products;  mineral 
wool,  mineral  wool  material  and  prod¬ 
ucts:  dir  ducts,  roofing,  roofing  material 
and  supplies,  and  materials  and  supplies, 
necessary  in  the  installati<m  of  these 
products,  from  the  facilities  of  Owens- 
Coming  Rberglas  Corporaticm,  at  Paul¬ 
ine,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Missouri  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  50,  and  points  in 
Illinois  on  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80. 

Noxs. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  46219  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Aigilicant:  STERNBER- 
GER  MOTOR  CORPORATION,  4(1-50 
Court  Square,  Long  Island  City,  N.Y. 
11101.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
E.  Wilson,  1032  Pennsylvania  Bldg.. 
Pennsylvania  Ave.  It  13th  St.  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities,  as  are  dealt  in  by  depart¬ 
ment  stores,  and  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  materials,  supplies,  and  equipment, 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  be¬ 
tween  ’Tysons  Comer  and  Alexandria, 
Va..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Fairfax,  Loudoun,  Clarke.  Fred¬ 
erick.  Warren,  R{q>pahannock,  Fauquier, 
Chilpeper,  Orange.  Spotsylvania,  Prince 
William.  Stafford,  (Taroline.  King  George 
and  Westmoreland  Counties,  Va.;  and 
points  in  Frederick.  Carroll.  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Howard,  Anne  Arundel,  Prince 
Georges,  Calvert,  St  Marys  and  Charles 
(bounties,  Md.;  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
Baltimore,  Md. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  New  Tort,  N.T. 

No.  MC  48213  (Sub-No.  42).  filed 
August  28, 1975.  Applicant:  C.  E.  LIZZA, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  447,  Latrobe,  Pa.  15650. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Kenneth  R. 
Davis,  121  S.  Main  Street,  Taylor,  Pa. 
18517.  AuthOTity  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wall  cov¬ 
ering  and  equipment,  supplies  and  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  the  distribution,  manufac¬ 
ture  and  installation  thereof,  between 
Hazle  Towndilp,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (exc^t  Alaska  and  Hawsdi) ,  im- 
der  a  continuing  ccmtract  or  contracts 
with  Standard  Coated  Products,  a  de¬ 
partment  of  American  Cyanamid  Com¬ 
pany. 

Note. — ^If  »  hsailng  to  dseinsd  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  50493  (Sub-No.  57)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  August  12,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Fxdksal  Rxoisnx  issue  ot 
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September  18.  1975  as  MC  115859  (Sub- 
No.  6) ,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  P.C.M.  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  1063  Main  Street,  Orefield,  Pa. 
18104.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
B.  Kemmerer,  1620  N.  19th  Street,  AUai- 
town.  Pa.  18104.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common,  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

Soy  beans,  soy  bean  meal  and  soy  bean 
by-prodticts,  dry,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Indiana,  to  points  in  Connecticut.  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and  Ver¬ 
mont. 

Non. — Tbe  purpose  of  this  republicatlou 
Is  to  indicate  tbe  correct  docket  number  as¬ 
signed  to  this  proceeding.  If  a  bearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Allentown  or  Philadelphia. 

Pa. 

No.  MC  56679  (Sub-No.  82) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1975.  Applicant:  BROWN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  125  Milton  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.E.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30315.  Applicant’s 
representative:  B.  K.  McClain  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Minnesota  Mining  and  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company  at  or  near  Ames  and  Knox¬ 
ville,  Iowa  and  Norfolk,  Neb.,  to  Atlanta, 
Ga.  and  Charlotte,  N.C. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  57239  (Sub-No.  27).  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1975.  Applicant:  RENNER’S 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1350  South  West  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46206.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  R.  Sigmon,  1111  E 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) ,  between  Russellville,  Ky. 
and  Nashville,  Tenn.:  (1)  Prom  Russell¬ 
ville,  Ky.  over  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Elkton, 
Ky.,  thence  over  Kentucky  Highway  181 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  pmnts  between  Russellville 
and  Elkton,  Ky.,  including  Elkton,  Ky., 
those  between  Russellville  and  Scotte- 
ville,  Ky.,  including  Scottsvllle,  Ky.,  and 
those  between  Scottsvllle  and  the  Ken- 
tucky-Tennessee  State  Boundary  line, 
(a)  restricted  against  tra£8c  moving  be¬ 
tween  Louisville,  Ky.  and  pcwts  in  the 
Louisville,  Ky.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
and  its  Ccxnmercial  Zone,  as  defined  by 


the  Commission;  and  (b)  further  re¬ 
stricted  against  traffic  moving  from,  to, 
or  through  Evansville,  Ind..  and  its  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Louisville,  Ky.  and  its  C(xnmercial  Zone, 
as  defined  by  the  Ckunmission;  and  (2) 
From  Russellville,  Ky.  over  Kentucky 
Highway  100  to  Scottsvllle,  Ky.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  31-E  to  Nashville, 
Tenn.  and  return  over  the  same  route, 

(a)  Service  at  Franklin,  Ky.  restricted  in 
(2)  above  against  traffic  originating  at, 
destined  to,  or  interchanged  at  Nashville, 
Term.,  and  its  Ccanmercial  Zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Ccanmission;  (b)  Service  at 
Nashville,  Tenn.  restricted  against  traffic 
originating  at,  destined  to,  or  inter¬ 
changed  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  its  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  (c)  Service  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  re¬ 
stricted  against  traffic,  the  origin  or  des¬ 
tination  of  which  is  Scottsvllle,  Ky.,  and 
(d)  Service  at  Nashville,  Term.,  arid  its 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  restricted  against  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at,  destined  to,  or  Interchanged 
from  or  for  points  on  U.S.  Highway  31- 
W  between  and  including  Franklin  and 
Rich  Pond,  Ky.  (Rich  Pond  being  at  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  31-W  and  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  242) . 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  59135  (Sub-No.  31) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1975.  Applicant:  RED  STAR 
EXPRESS  LINES  OF  AUBURN,  IN- 
CORPORAThJJ,  doing  business  as  RED 
STAR  EXPRESS  LINES,  24-50  Wright 
Avenue,  Auburn,  N.Y.  13021.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz, 
1730  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment) :  Between 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and  New  York,  N.Y.:  (1) 
Prom  Pittsburgh  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  76  to  Carlisle,  Pa.,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  78  to  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations;  and  (2)  Prom 
Pittsburgh  over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Fred¬ 
ericksburg,  Pa.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  78  to  New  York,  and  return 
ov«:  the  same  route,  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular 
route  operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  365),  filed 
August  27,  1975.  Applicant;  JENKINS 
TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  RR 
#3,  Jeffersonville,  Ind.  47130.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Einil  Anthony,  P.O.  Box 


737,  101  Hist  Avenue,  Moline,  HI.  61265. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel 
arUcl^.  cylinders,  and  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of  size 
or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  and  material  handling  equipment, 
between  Beardstown,  Ill.,  Tulsa  and 
Enid,  Okla.;  New  London,  Minn.;  Rocky 
Mount,  N.C.;  Lincoln,  Nebr.;  Jackson¬ 
ville,  E^.,  West  Memphis,  Ark.;  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  Madisonville,  New  Orleans, 
and  Shreveport,  La.;  Port  Worth,  Den¬ 
ton,  Navasota,  Dallas,  Tyler,  Longview, 
Lubbock,  Houston  and  San  Antonio,  Tex., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii;  and  (2) 
trailer  mounted  equipment,  and  con¬ 
struction  machinery,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  supplies  and  parts  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
Arkansas,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas-,  restricted 
in  part  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to,  sites  of  plants, 
sales  branches,  warehouses,  field  location 
exhibits,  field  locations  and  dealers  or 
customers  of  Equitable  Equipment  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  367),  filed 
September  11,  1975.  Applicant: 

JENKINS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  697  RR  #3,  Jeffersonville,  Ind. 
47130.  Applicant’s  representative:  E.  A. 
DeVine,  P.O.  Box  737,  101  First  Avaiue, 
Moline,  ni.  61265.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Neto  Furniture,  between  points 
in  Washington,  Oregon  and  Idaho,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  and  Arizcma; 
and  (2)  new  fixtures,  uncrated,  between 
points  in  Washin^n,  Oregon  and 
Idaho,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Colorado,  New  Mexico 
and  Arizona. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  65916  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  WARD 
TRUCEUNG  CORP.,  2nd  Avenue  and  7th 
Street,  Altoona,  Pa.  16603.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  2310 
Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  eqifipment),  serving 
Paulsboro  (Glouchester  County),  N.J., 
as  an  off -route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route  op¬ 
erations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.  or 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
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No.  MC  66886  <Sub-No.  47) .  filed 
S^tember  8,  1975.  Applicant:  BELGER 
CARTAGffi  SERVICE,  INC.,  2100  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64108.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  r^resentative;  Frank  W.  Taylor, 
Jr..  1221  Baltimore  Ave..  Suite  600, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Asphalt  making  machinery,  storage 
systems,  storage  silos,  surge  systems, 
control  centers,  heaters  and  equipment, 
and  parts,  materials,  and  supplies,  used 
in  the  construction  thereof,  ^tween  the 
plantsite  of  C.M.I.  Corporation,  located 
at  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  72285  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1975.  Applicant:  MOTOR 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  4101  W.  Blue  Mound  Road,  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wis.  53208.  Ain>licant’s  r^resaita- 
tive:  Rolfe  E.  Hanson,  121  West  Doty 
Street,  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  imusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  Between  Beloit,  Wis.  and  Rock¬ 
ford,  Ill.:  (1)  Prom  Beloit  over  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  Rockford,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  and  (2)  From  Beloit  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20 
(also  over  U.S.  Highway  20  B.R.)  to 
Rockford,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  aboVe  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  received 
from  or  delivered  to  connecting  carriers 
at  Rockford,  m. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Madison  or 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  73276  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant:  FRED  J. 
ADRIAN,  201  Main  St.,  Everly,  Iowa 
51338.  Applicant’s  representative:  Duane 
1».  Stromer,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Inncoln, 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials.  In 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  Swift  Agri¬ 
cultural  Chemicals  Corp.  located  at  or 
near  Esthervllle,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota  and 
SouUi  Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Des  Moines.  Iowa  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  76266  (Sub-No.  128) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Applicant:  ADMIRAL- 
MERCHANTS  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
215  South  11th  St..  Minneapolis.  Minn. 
55403.  Applicant’s  representative:  Cecil 
L.  Goettsch,  11th  fioor,  Des  Moines 


Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  60309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  or- 
tides,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  North  Star  Steel  Company, 
located  at  or  near  Newport,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Colorado.  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas.  Kentucky.  Michigan,  Missouri. 
Nebraska,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above  named  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  iq>pll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  162) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975.  Applicant:  HUl^ 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  10770  “I” 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  L.  Stem,  530 
Univac  Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Precast  and  prestressed  con¬ 
crete  products,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  MidOon,  Inc.,  at 
Plattsmouth,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Illinois.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wis¬ 
consin  and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  from  points  in  the  destina¬ 
tion  states  named  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
MidCon,  Inc.  at  Plattsmouth,  Nebr. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appllcaht  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  414),  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Aimlicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5976,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  E.  James  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tran^rt- 
ing:  Iron  and  steel,  iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles,  aluminium,  aluminium  articles, 
and  tanks  and  parts,  between  points  in 
Liberty  County,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri  and  CMElahoma. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hecurlng  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  930),  filed 
Sept.  3,  1975.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1940  Monroe 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jerome  F. 
Marks  (Same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  prepared 
foods,  from  the  plantsite  of  the  Kitchens 
of  Sara  Lee,  kicated  at  or  near  Deerfield, 
m.,  to  points  in  Arkansas. 

Note. — Ckmunon  control  may  be  lnv<rtved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  97127  (Sub-No.  10)*  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4, 1975.  Applicant:  BATESVILLE 


TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  Lower  Boswell 
Street,  PjO.  Box  E,  BatesvlUe,  Ark.  72501. 
Applicant’s  represoitative:  Henry  U. 
Snavely,  410  Pine  Street,  Vienna,  Va. 
22180.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  mofaH*  vehicle,  owex 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of'  special  equipment) : 
(1)  Between  Menu^is,  Tenn.  and  Bald 
Knob.  Ark.:  From  Memphis  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  55  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  64.  thence  over  UB.  Highway  64  to 
Bald  Knob,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
and  serving  Bald  Knob  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  moving  between 
Memidiis,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other.  Ash  Flat,  Black  Rock,  Chero¬ 
kee  Village,  Hardy,  Heber  Springs,  Im- 
boden.  Little  Rock,  Lynn.  Mammoth 
Springs,  Portia,  Ravenden,  Salem,  and 
Smithville,  Ark.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
points  in  their  respective  commercial 
zones;  (2)  Between  Uttle  Rock.  Ark.  and 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  167  and 
U.S.  Highway  62  at  or  near  Ash  Flat, 
Ark.:  From  Little  Rock  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  to  Bald  Elnob,  Ark.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  167  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  62,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  restricted 
to  the  delivery  of  traffic  moving  from  or 
through  points  in  the  Batesville,  Ark. 
CkMnmercial  Zone;  (3)  Between  Bates¬ 
ville,  Ark.  and  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  and  Arkansas  Highway  16:  From 
Batesville  over  Arkansas  Highway  25  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  16  near  He¬ 
ber  Springs,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  16  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  67 
near  Searcy,  Ark.,  and  return  over  the 
same  rout^,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  between  Batesville  and  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Arkansas  Highway  16  and  Ark¬ 
ansas  Highway  25,  with  service  at  those 
intermediate  points  located  between  the 
junction  of  Arkansas  Highway  16  and 
Arkansas  Highway  25  and  Heber  Springs. 
Ark.  (including  Heber  Springs)  restricted 
against  the  delivery  of  traffic  moving 
fnmi  or  through  points  in  the  Little 
Rock.  Ark.  Commercial  2k>ne; 

(4)  Between  Batesville,  Ark.  and  the 
junction  of  Arkansas  Hi^way  106  and 
UB.  Highway  69:  From  Batesville  over 
Arkansas  Highway  106  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  69,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(5)  Between  Batesville,  Ark.  and  Mel- 
bcHime,  Ark.:  From  Batesville  over  UB. 
Highway  69  to  Melbourne,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  seiwing  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (6)  Between  Moimtain 
View.  Ark.  and  Mammoth  Spring,  Ark.: 
From  Mountain  View  over  Arkansas 
Highway  9  to  Mammoth  Spring,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  (7)  Between  Calico 
Rock,  Ark.  and  Ash  Flat,  Ark.:  From 
Calico  Rock  over  Arkansas  Highway  56 
to  Ash  Flat,  and  retimi  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
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(8)  Between  Hardy,  Ark.  and  Salem, 
Aik.:  From  Hardy  over  UB.  Highway 
62  to  Salem,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 

(9)  Between  Mammoth  luring.  Ark.  and 
Hardy,  Ark.:  From  Mammoth  Spring 
over  n.S.  Highway  63  to  Hardy,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  servliig  all  In¬ 
termediate  points;  (10)  Between  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  167  and  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  58,  and  the  jtmction  of 
Arkansas  Highway  58  and  Arkansas 
Highway  69:  Prom  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  167  and  Arkansas  Highway  58 
over  Arkansas  Highway  58  to  junction 
Arkansas  Highway  69,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (11)  Between  Moimtain  View, 
Ark.  and  the  jimction  of  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  14  and  Arkansas  Highway  25:  From 
Mountain  View  over  Arkansas  Highway 
14  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  25,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (12)  Between 
Mountain  View,  Ark.  and  Leslie,  Ark.: 
From  Mountain  View  over  Arkansas 
Highway  66  to  Leslie,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points; 

(13)  Between  Guion,  Ark.,  and  the 
junction  of  Arkansas  Highway  58  and 
Arkansas  Highway  69;  Prom  Guion  over 
Arkansas  Highway  58  to  junction  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  69,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(14)  Between  Mt.  Pleasant,  Ark.,  and 
Guion,  Ark.:  From  Mt.  Pleasant  over  tm- 
numbered  Izard  County  road  to  Guion, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
idl  intermediate  points;  (15)  Between 
Guion,  Ark.,  and  the  junction  of  Arkansas 
Highway  14  and  unnumbered  Izard 
County  road:  Prom  Guion  over  unnum¬ 
bered  Izard  County  road  to  junction  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  14,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (16)  Between  the  junction  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  5  and  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  9  and  Calico  Rock,  Ark.:  Prom  the 
junction  of  Arkansas  Highway  5  and  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  9  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  5  to  Calico  Rock,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  inteimediate 
points;  (17)  Between  the  junction  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  14  and  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  9  and  the  junction  of  Arkansas 
Highway  14  and  Arkansas  Highway  27; 
Prom  the  junction  of  Aikansas  Highway 
14  and  Arkansas  Highway  9  over  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  14  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  27,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(18)  Between  BatesvUle,  Ark.,  and  New¬ 
ark,  Ark.:  (a)  Prom  BatesvUle  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  69  to  Newark,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  (b)  From  BatesvUle 
over  Arkansas  Highway  69  to  jimction 
unnumbered  WPA.-Gap  Road,  approx¬ 
imately  3  mUes  east  of  BatesvUle,  thence 
over  WP.A.-Gap  Road  to  jimctlMi  Ar¬ 
kansas  highway  69  near  Magness,  Aik., 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  69  to 
Newark,  and  over  aU  unnumbered  high¬ 
ways  connecting  with  the  W.P.A.-Gap 
Road  and  Arkansas  Highway  69  between 
BatesvUle  and  Newaik,  and  return  over 


the  same  route,  serving  all  Intermediate 
and  off-points  on  and  adjacent  to  the 
hie^ways  described  in  18  (a)  and  (b) 
above; 

(19)  Between  the  junction  of  Arkansas 
Highway  115  and  UB.  Highway  167  and 
Imboden,  Aik.:  From  the  junction  of 
Aikansas  Highway  115  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167  over  Arkansas  Highway  115  to 
Imboden,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  aU  intermediate  points; 
(20)  Between  BatesvUle,  Ark.  and  Black 
Rock,  Ark.:  Prom  Bat^viUe  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  25  to  Black  Rock,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (21)  Between 
Hardy,  Ark.  and  Portia,  Ark.:  From 
Hardy  over  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Portia, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
aU  intermediate  points;  (22)  Between 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  63  and 
Arkansas  Highway  58  and  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  167  and  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  58:  From  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63  and  Arkansas  Highway  58  over 
Arkansas  Highway  58  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  167,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  aU  Intermediate  points; 
(23)  Between  Cave  City,  Ark.  and  Straw¬ 
berry,  Ark.:  Prom  Cave  City  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  230  to  Strawberry,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  aU 
intermediate  points;  (24)  Between  New¬ 
ark,  Aik.  and  the  junction  of  Arkansas 
Highway  25  and  Arkansas  Highway  122: 
From  Newark  over  Arkansas  Highway 
122  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  25, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
aU  Intermediate  points;  (25)  Between 
Strawberry,  Ark.  and  Black  Rock,  Ark.: 
Prom  Strawberry  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  117  to  Black  Rock,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  aU  intermediate 
points;  (26)  Between  Ash  Flat,  Ark.  and 
SmithvUle,  Ark.:  Prom  Ash  Flat  over 
Arkansas  Highway  354  to  SmithvlUe,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  aU 
intermediate  points; 

(27)  Between  Franklin,  Ark.  and 
Glenco,  Ark.:  From  Franklin  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  289  to  Glenco,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  aU 
intermediate  points;  (28)  Between  Calico 
Rock,  Ark.  and  Viola,  Ark.:  From  Calico 
Rock  over  Arkansas  Highway  223  to 
Viola,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  aU  intermediate  points;  (29)  Be¬ 
tween  Salem,  Ark.  and  Viola,  Ark.:  From 
Salem  over  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Viola,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (30)  Between  Pleas¬ 
ant  Plains,  Ark.  and  Concord,  Aik.:  From 
Pleasant  Plains  over  Aikansas  Highway 
87  to  Concord,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note. — ^Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  routes  (2)  through  (30)  above  Is  to  convert 
the  authority  held  in  its  Certificates  of  Regis¬ 
tration  in  MC  07127  (Sub-Nos.  3,  4,  5  and  7) 
to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  on  consolidated 
record  with  the  application  of  Ozark  Truck 
Lines,  Inc.  in  MC  119837  (Sub-No.  11),  or  at 
BateevlUe  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  307),  filed 
Sept.  5,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 


TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  7666, 
iSirevep(»t,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Wilburn  L.  WiUiamson, 
3535  N.W.  58th.  280  Nati<mal  Fdn.  Life 
Bldg.,  Oklah<»na  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdilde,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cooling  toxoers 
and  fluid  coders,  and  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories,  for  cooling  towers  and  fluid  cool¬ 
ers,  between  Henderson,  Ky.;  Houston, 
Tex.;  Tulsa,  Okla.,  and  points  in  Sonoma 
Coimty,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies,  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  In  (1)  above  (except 
in  bulk),  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Pran- 
cisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  308),  filed 
Septwnber  5,  1975,  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  ONES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  3535 
N.W.  58th,  280  National  Fdn.  Life  Bldg., 
Oklahoma  (3ity,  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vdiicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fencing  material,  from 
Laredo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (exc^t  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  102295  (Sub-No.  26) ,  flled  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1975.  AppUcant:  GUY  HEAV- 
ENER,  INC.,  480  School  Lane,  Harleys- 
ville.  Pa.  19438.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  MaxweU  A.  HoweU,  1511  K  Street, 
N.W.,  Suite  1100,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Gravel, 
from  points  in  Cecil  County,  Md.,  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  15. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  105007  (Sub-No.  33) ,  flled  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1975.  AppUcant:  MATSON 
’TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1407  St.  John  Ave¬ 
nue,  Albert  Lea,  Minn.  56007.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1000 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority  sought  to  it¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mot^H*  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  handling  or  the  use 
of  special  equiinnent,  between  points  in 
Blue  Earth,  Waseca,  Steele,  Dodge,  Mar¬ 
tin,  Faribault,  Freeborn  and  Mower 
Coimties,  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kossuth,  Winne- 
baga.  Worth,  MitcheU,  Howard,  Hancock, 
Cerro  Gordo,  Humbolt,  Wriest  and 
Franklin  CXamties,  Iowa,  restricted  to  the 
transpwtation  of  traffic  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  above  named  points. 
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Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  Invotrad. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceaaary,  api^eant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul, 
Miin. 

No.  MC10556«  (Sub-No.  115),  lUcd 
i  Sept.  2,  1975.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKS- 
^  LEY  TRUCJKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  P.  Kilroy,  P.O. 
Box  624,  Springfield,  Va.  22150.  Authority 
sought  to  cerate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vdtiicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Rubber  tire  treads,  tire  re¬ 
capping,  retreading  or  vulcanizing  ma¬ 
chines,  (a)  from  Oakland,  Calif.,  to  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  points  in 
New  Jersey,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Missouri,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia;  and  (b)  from  Flemington,  N.J„ 
to  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Columbus,  Ohio. 

None. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  Francis¬ 
co.  Cfdlf. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  116),  filed 
September  3,  1975.  Applicant:  SAM 
TANKSLEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1119,  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy, 
P.O.  Box  624,  Springfield,  Va.  22150. 

Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Printed  mat¬ 
ter,  including  magazines,  periodicals, 
catalogues,  newspaper  supplements,  and 
printed  advertising  matter,  from  Salem, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Colorado,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Montana,  Idaho,  Utah,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  California,  Oregon  and 
Washington. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  106644  (Sub-No.  214),  filed 
Sept.  5,-1975.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
’TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
916,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  W.  Randall  'Tye,  1500  Can¬ 
dler  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  coated  wire 
fabric,  and  wire  mesh,  and  accessorial 
items,  from  the  plant  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  C.  E.  Shepherd  Co.,  at  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106775  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  ATLAS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9848, 
Houston,  Tex.  77015.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Leroy  Hallman,  4555  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 
Authority  sought  to  opa*ate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  aluminum  articles,  iron 
and  steel  tanks,  aluminum  tanks,  and 
parts,  attachments,  and  accessories,  for 
iron  and  steti  tanks  and  aluminum 
tanks,  and  contractors  equipment,  from 
points  in  Liberty  County,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 


sissippi,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  restricted  to  traflSc  cadginating  at 
the  plantstte  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Pittsburgh-Des  Moines  Steel  Company. 

Nor. — Common  ccmtrol  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Houston  of 
Dallas,  Tex. 

,No.  MC  106943  (Sub-No.  116),  filed 
^ptember  8, 1975.  Applicant:  EASTERN 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  1450  Wabash  Avenue, 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.  47808.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Peter  M.  Witham  (Same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  soucdit 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  regiQar  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
grain,  petroleum  products,  commodities 
in  bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment),  serving  the 
plantsite  of  Becton,  Dickinson  &  Com¬ 
pany  at  Hancock,  N.Y.  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  to  and 
from  Scranton,  Pa.  ' 

Nor. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If-  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be. held  at  Washington,  D.C.  or 
Scranton,  Pa. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  947),  filed 
August  27.  1975.  Applicant:  MA’TLACK, 
Inc.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  r^iresent- 
ative:  John  Nelson  (Same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Commod¬ 
ities,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Owensboro,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentncl^,  Missouri,  Tennessee, 
Ohio,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  989),  filed 
Sept.  2,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  3379 
Peachtree  Road,  NK..  Suite  375,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Bananas;  and  (2)  bananas,  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  mixed  loads  with  commodities, 
exempt  from  economic  regulation  under 
Section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  from  points  in  Webb,  Za¬ 
pata,  Starr,  Hidalgo,  Willacy,  and  Cam¬ 
eron  Counties,  Tex.,  to  pointe  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas.  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  Minnesota.  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska.  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Ok¬ 
lahoma.  Oregon,  South  Dakota.  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas.  Utah,  Washington,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Wymnlng. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neoeeBary, 
^>pUeant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HL 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  990).  filed 
September  2. 1975.  Ai^Ucant:  REFRIG- 
ERA’TED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC..  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park.  Ga.  30050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  represaitaUve:  Richard  M  Tei- 
telbaum,  3379  Peachtree  Road,  NJE.. 
Suite  375,  Atlanta.  Ga.  30326.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  ovex  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  food  processors, 
manufacturers,  distributors,  wholesalers 
and  retailers  (except  foodstuffs) ,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration.  from  Doraville,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Georgia,  Alabama,  Florida,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  Louisiana,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  Kmtucky,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior 
movement  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Fairfield  Farm  Kitch¬ 
ens,  Division  of  Marriott  Corporation, 
located  at  points  in  Prince  Georges 
County.  Md.  and  the  IXstrict  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  destined  to  points  in  the  above 
named  destination  stetes;  (2)  foodstuffs 
(except  frozen  foods),  from  Doraville. 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  having 
a  prior  movement  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Fairfield  Farm 
Kitchehs,  Division  of  Marriott  Corpora¬ 
tion,  located  at  points  in  Prince  Grorges 
Coimty,  Md.  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia:  and  (3)  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  food  processors,  man¬ 
ufacturers,  distributors,  wholesalers  and 
retailers,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Fair- 
field  Farm  Kitchens,  Division  of  Mar¬ 
riott  Corporation,  located  at  points  in 
Prince  Georges  County,  Md  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  to  Doraville,  Ga. 

Nor. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
DD. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  991),  filed 
September  2,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  ’TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga,  30050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  M.  Tet- 
telbaum,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E.,  Suite 
375,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
or  used  by  food  processors,  manufac¬ 
turers,  distributors,  wdiolesalers.  and  re¬ 
tailers  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  in 
vehicle  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration:  (1)  from  Doraville,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Aikansas,  Wisconsin, 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  Vermont,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware  and  Maryland,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior 
movement  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Fairfield  Farm 
Kitchens,  Division  of  Marriott  Corpora¬ 
tion,  located  at  points  in  Pr^e  Georges 
County.  Md.  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  and  destined  to  points  in  the 
above  named  destination  states;  and  (2) 
from  the  plantsite  and  wrarehouse  facil¬ 
ities  of  Fairfield  Farm  Kitchens.  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Marriott  Corporatimi,  located  at 
potaits  in  Prince  (Seenges  County,  Md.  and 
the  Dishict  of  Columbia,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  ot  Minnesota. 
Iowa,  Missouri.  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  re- 
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stricted  to  the  transportation  of  tral&c 
originating  at  the  above  named  origins 
and  destined  to  points  in  the  above 
named  destination  state. 

Notb. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington. 
DC. 

No.  MC  107544  (Sub-No.  122),  filed 
September  11, 1975.  Applicant:  LEMMON 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  P.O.  Box  580,  Marion,  Va.  24354. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Harry  C. 
Ames,  Jr.,  666  Eleventh  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001,  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  (except  petrochemicals) ,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Webster  County,  Ky.,  to  points  in  West 
Virginia. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  113959  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Roanoke, 
Va.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107839  (Sub-No.  162)  (COR¬ 
RECTION)  ,  filed  May  12, 1975,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Jime  19, 
1975,  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant;  DENVER  ALBUQUERQUE 
MOTOR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
16106,  Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  T.  Lyons,  Jr., 
1660  Lincoln  Street,  Suite  1600  Lincoln 
Center  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
(1)  from  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  Laramie, 
Wyo.;  and  (2)  from  Laramie,  Wyo.  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  to  or 
from  storage  facilities  at  Laramie,  Wyo. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republication  Is 
to  correct  the  requested  authority  and  to  add 
a  restriction  to  the  commodity  description. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  a  consolidated  record  with  Bray 
Lines,  Incorporated  in  MC-1 12822  (Sub-No. 
374). 

No.  MC  110012  (Sub-No.  31)  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  ROY 
WIDENER  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  707 
North  Liberty  Hill  Road,  Morristown, 
Tenn.  37814,'  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  E.  Joyner,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38137. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Saw¬ 
dust,  wood  shavings,  and  scrap,  from 
points  in  Tennessee  in  and  east  of  Clai¬ 
borne,  Union,  Knox  and  Blount  Counties, 
to  points  in  Kentucky,  Virginia,  West 
Vir^nla,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Alabama  and  Mississippi; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles  and 
lumber  and  composition  board),  from 
points  in  Kentucky,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 


ginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Cariffina. 
Georgia,  Alabama  and  Mheissippl,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  in  and  eaok  at  Clai¬ 
borne,  Union,  Knox  and  Blount  Coun¬ 
ties  (except  Morristown) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1129),  filed 
September  5,  1975.  Applicant:  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
Blast  Lancaster  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  200, 
Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Compressed  Gases,  in  manifold  tube 
trailers,  (1)  from  Bethlehem,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey  (except  points  in 
Bergen,  Essex,  Hudson,  Middlesex,  Mor¬ 
ris,  Passaic,  Somerset,  Union,  and  War¬ 
ren  Counties) ;  and  (2)  from  Johnstown, 
Pa.,  Arroyo,  W.  Va.;  Warren,  Ohio  and 
Claymont,  Del.,  to  Bethlehem,  Pa.  and 
Riverton,  N.J. 

I 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  571),  filed 
September  3,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLA- 
TOR  COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde 
Park  Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Russell  S. 
Bernhard,  1625  K  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  General  commodities  moving  in 
courier  service  (except  articles  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment;  and  com¬ 
mercial  papers,  documents,  and  written 
instruments  as  are  used  in  the  business  of 
banks  and  banking  institutions) ,  between 
points  in  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri  and  Ne¬ 
braska,  restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  packages  weighing  more  than 
50  pounds,  with  each  package  or  article 
considered  to  be  a  separate  and  distinct 
shipment;  and  further  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  packages  or  articles 
weighing  in  the  aggregate  more  than  100 
pounds  from  one  consignor  at  one  loca¬ 
tion  to  one  consignee  at  one  location,  in 
any  one  day. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Omaha,  Nebr.  and  Topeka  or  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  112223  (Sub-No.  97),  filed 
September  2,  1975.  Applicant:  QUICKIE 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  1700  New  Brighton  Boulevard,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  55413.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Earl  .Hacking,  1700  New 
Brighton  Boulevard,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55413.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  An¬ 
hydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  storage  facilities  of  CF 
Industries,  Inc.,  near  Glenwood,  Minn., 


to  points  In  Minnesota,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Iowa  cmd  Wisconsin;  (2) 
anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve- 
hltfes,  frema  the  storage  facilities  of  CF 
Industries,  Ine.,  near  Grand  Forks,  N. 
Dak.,  to  points  In  North  Dakota,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Montana  and  South  Dakota;  and 
(3)  nitrogen  fertttbier  solution,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  <3F  Industries,  Inc.,  near  Grand 
Forks,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Minnesota,  Montana  and  South 
Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Min¬ 
neapolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  112223  (Sub-No.  98),  filed 
Sept.  12,  1975.  Applicant:  QUICKIE 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  1700  New  Brighton  Boulevard,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  55413.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Earl  Hacking  (Same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roofing  granules,  ground  rock  and 
crushed  stone,  in  bulk,  frcxn  Wausau  and 
Kremlin,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Hennepin, 
Ramsey,  Scott  and  Dakota  Counties, 
Minn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Min- 
ne{q>olis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  311),  filed 
August  29,  1975.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (Same 
address  as  sqiplicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Rosin,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Charleston  County,  S.C., 
to  points  in  Appling  Ctoimty,  Ga. 

Note. — Conunon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta,  or  Sav¬ 
annah,  Oa. 

No.  MC  112801  (Sub-No.  176),  filed 
September  2,  1975.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
PORT  SERVICE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2 
Salt  CTreek  Lane,  Hinsdale,  HI.  60521. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gene  Smith 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Owensboro,  Ky.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Missouri,  Tennessee,  Ohio,  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 
or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  222),  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  J.  Boyd. 
600  Enterprise  Drive,  Suite  222,  Oak 
Brook,  HI.  60521.  Authority  sought  to 
(^rate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpmi;- 
ing:  (1)  food,  food  products  and  food 
ingredients,  in  v^cles  equipped  with 
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mechanical  refrigeration,  from  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  points  in  Nassau,  Rockland 
and  Westchester  Counties,  N.  Y.,  points 
in  New  Jersey,  and  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  east  of  ij.  S.  Highway  15, 
to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Coimecticut 
and  Rhode  Island;  and  (2)  pet  foods, 
from  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut  and  Rhode  Island. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  healing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  114290  (Sub-No.  78),  filed  Au- 
guest  25,  1975.  Applicant:  EXLEY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  2610  S.E.  8th  Avenue,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97202.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM 
Bldg.,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  vegetables,  from 
LaConner,  Wash.,  to  Salem,  Oreg. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  intends  to 
tack  the  requested  authority  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  regular  route  authority  at  Salem,  Oreg. 
to  provide  a  through  service  from  LaCon- 
ner.  Wash.,  to  points  in  California,  Arizona 
and  Nevada.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held’  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  114334  (Sub-No.  32),  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  BUILD¬ 
ERS  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
3710  Tulane  Road,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38116. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Dale  Wood- 
all,  900  Mempdils  Bank  Bldg.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.  38103.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  (a)  from  Cal¬ 
vert  City,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Tennessee  and 
Arkansas;  and  (b)  fnxn  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  Arkansas  to  Calvert  City,  Ky. ; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles,  (a)  frcun  Hope,  Ark.,  to  points  in 
Tennessee  and  Mississippi;  and  (b)  fnxn 
points  in  Tennessee  and  Mississippi,  to 
Hope,  Ark. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant*  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  328),  filed 
August  27,  1975.  ^pllcant:  BANKERS 
DISPATCH  CORPORA’nON,  1106  West 
35th  St.,  Chicago.  HI.  60609.  Applicant’s 
repres^tative:  Warren  W.  Wallin  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^cle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  (a)  Audit  media  and  other  busi¬ 
ness  records,  and  (b)  graphic  arts  mate¬ 
rials,  between  Wabash.  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other.  Huntley.  HI.; 
(2)  Human  blood  and  blood  products,  be- 
tween  Omaha,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Marshall  and 
Nemaha  Counties.  Kans. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  128616,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  la  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
elthw  Chicago,  ni.,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No.  124),  filed 
S^temba:  2,  1975.  Applicant  SHAFFER 


TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingstown,  Pa.  17072.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Stanley  C.  Geist  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  ac^licant.)  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vrfiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  CaMnets,  crated  and  uncrated, 
shelving,  bookcases,  institutional  furni¬ 
ture,  countertops  and  blanks,  bathroom 
vanities,  related  items  and  parts  thereof, 
and  those  commodities  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  distribution  thereof,  be¬ 
tween  Glen  Rock,  Stewartstown,  MifiSin- 
burg.  Red  Lion,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  .^aska,  Hawaii  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania)  . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Grand  Rapids,  Mich, 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

NO.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  397),  filed 
September  5,  1975.  Applicant:  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT  INCORPORATED,  29 
Clayton  Hills  Lane,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63131. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  R.  Ferris, 
230  St.  (Hair  Avenue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI. 

,  62201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Economics  Laboratory, 
Inc.  located  at  Joliet,  HI.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI. 

No.  MC  115789  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
August  29,  1975.  Applicant:  LOWTHER 
TRUCrKING  CX5MPANY,  P.O.  Box  3117 
C.R.S..  Rock  Hill.  S.C.  29730.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  Suite 
246,  1252  West  Peachtree  St.,  N.W.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Asphalt  protective  coatings, 
from  Rock  Sill,  S.C..  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  those  in  Tennessee  on  and 
east  of  UJ3.  Highway  27,  Alabama, 
Georgia  and  Florida;  a^  (2)  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  distribution  of  sisphalt  pro¬ 
tective  coatings,  from  points  in  Georgia 
and  Kimberton.  Pa.,  to  Rock  Hill.  S.C.. 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Mom- 
sey  Products  Co. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  114098  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  507),  filed 
S^tember  2,  1975.  Applicant:  CX>LO- 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  Suite  200,  105  Vulcan 
Road.  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (Same  address  as  a];^licant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle.  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transiting:  Frozen 
foods  (exc^t  in  bulk) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
fitxn  points  in  Florida  to  points  in  Ala¬ 


bama,  Arkansas.  Califomia,  Connecticut, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois.  Louisiana,  Maryland.  Misisouri, 
Mississippi,  Massachusetts,  Nebraska, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Michigan,  North  Carolina,  Oregon,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas.  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Vermont,  Washington,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  trafSc 
originating  at  and  destined  to  points  in 
the  above  named  states. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Orlando,  Fla. 

No.  MC  115931  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
August  25,  1975.  Applicant:  BEE  LINE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  925, 
Baker.  Mont.  59313.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  A.  Grimshaw  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  sis  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trsuisport- 
ing:  Treated  and  non-treated  playground 
equipment  msuiuf  actured  of  wood  or  steel 
or  both  including  all  ports  OTid  acces¬ 
sories  for  assembly  and  erection,  from 
points  in  Wsishington  and  Oregon,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dsikota, 
Nebrsiska,  Ksmsas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigsm,  Ohio,  Kentucky.  Pennsylvania, 
West  Virginia  and  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Portland, 
Oreg.,  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  116947  (Sub-No.  44).  filed 
September  9,  1975.  Applicant:  SCXYTT 
TRANSPE21  CO.,  INC.,  920  Ashby  Street. 
S.W.,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30310.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  Addams,  Suite 
212,  5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Oa.  30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plas¬ 
tic  buckets,  from  Lithonia,  (3a.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Alabama.  Louisiana,  Texas  and 
Aikan^,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Bennett  Industries,  of 
Lithonia,  Ga. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  117956  Subs  3  and  8.  therefore 
dual  c^rations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  548),  filed 
September  2,  1975.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  188,  Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  L.  M.  McLean 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  ophite  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chemicals  (other  than 
in  bulk)  and  related  personal  safety  de¬ 
vices  in  v^cles  equipped  with  mechani¬ 
cal  refrigeration,  fnxn  Siunerset  County, 
N.J..  and  Pleasants  County,  W.  Va.,  to 
pc^ts  in  Califomia  and  Texas. 

Note. — Common  contnd  may  ba  involvEd. 
If  ■  hearing  is  deemed  neoeenary.  the  appU- 
oant  requests  it  be  held  at  WsehingtoD. 
D.C. 
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No.  MC  117765  (Sub-No.  196),  filed 
September  2.  1975.  Applicant:  HAHN 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  5315  Northwest 
Fifth  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73107.  Applicant’s  representative:  R.  E. 
Hagan  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiUar 
routes,  transporting:  (I)  Malt  beverages, 
in  containers,  from  Sem  Antonio,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma  and  South  Da¬ 
kota;  and  (n)(l)  empty  used  contain¬ 
ers  having  a  prior  movement  from  Conti¬ 
nental  Oil  Company,  Pohca  City,  Okla., 
and  (2)  petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  containers:  (a)  from  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota  and  Wisconsin,  to  CofifeyvUle,  Kans., 
Kansas  CTity,  Kans.,  and  Tulsa,  Okla.; 

(b)  from  Ponca  City,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Michigan  suid  Nebraska;  and  (c)  from 
Eldorado,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Michigan. 

Note. — IT  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  117823  (Sub-No.  49) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  29, 1975.  Applicant:  DUNKLEY  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1915 
South  900  West.  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah 
84104.  Applicant’s  representative:  CTiris- 
tian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  and  preserved  foodstuffs, 
from  the  facilities  of  Heinz  U.SA..  lo¬ 
cated  at  Tracy  and  Stockton,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Idaho,  Wyoming.  Utah  and 
Nevada,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  above-named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  above-nsuned  destinations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  b«  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119118  (Sub-No.  41) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1975.  Applicant:  McCURDY 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  388,  Latrobe, 
Pa.  15650.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711  Washington  Bldg., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
tranHwiiing:  (1)  Malt  beverages,  in  con- 
tainers,  and  related  advertising  material 
moving  therewith,  from  Baltimore,  Md.. 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Qeonda,  Loidsiana,  Mississippi  and 
South  Carolina;  and  (2)  empty  used 
malt  containers,  from  the  above-stated 
destinations  to  the  above-stated  origin. 

Mote. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  116664  and  Subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119669  (Sub-No.  55),  filed 
August  27,  1975.  Applicant:  ’TEMPCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
886,  546  8.  31A,  Columbus,  Ind.  47201. 
Applicant’s  reiuresaitative:  Donald  W. 
McCameron  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authorlt7  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^ilcle,  over  Irregular 


routes,  transporting:  (1)  Bananas,  and 
(2)  agricultural  commodities,  otherwise 
exempt  from  economic  regulation  under 
Section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Act  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  mixed  loads  with  bananas,  from 
Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  Wisconsin,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  movement  by  water. 

Note. — If  a  heating  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iqtplicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Boston,  Mass.,  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  119689  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  PEER¬ 
LESS  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  2700  Small- 
man  Street,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  A.  Vuono, 
2310  Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh.  Pa.  15219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Crude  synthetic 
rubber,  rubber  compounds  and  plastic 
materials  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
plant  site  of  Shell  Chemical  Co.,  a  divi¬ 
sion  of  Shell  Oil  Co.,  located  at  Belpre, 
Ohio,  to  Nesquehoning,  Pa. 

Notte. — (Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Pittsburgh, 

.  Pa.,  OT  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  322),  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  LIGON 
SPECIALIZED  HAULER.  INC.,  Highway 
85  East,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Carl  U.  Hurst, 
P.O.  Drawer  L,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  points  in  Liberty  County, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
points  in  Liberty  County.  Tex.,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  Traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  facilities  of  National  Pipe  8i 
Tube  Company. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  126970  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  either  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  265),  filed 
September  5.  1975.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC., 
1612  E.  Irving  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Insulators,  electric  wire  or  wiring, 
pottery  or  pottery  and  iron  combined, 
and  parts,  from  LeRoy,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Minnesota,  Missouri.  Montana,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Nevada.  New  Mexico.  North  Dakota. 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington  and  Wyoming. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Buffalo  or  Rochester,  N.T. 

No.  MC  119880  (Sub-No.  71).  filed 
August  29,  1975.  Applicant:  DRUM 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  617  Chicago  St.. 
P.O.  Box  2056,  East  Peoria,  Bl.  61611. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Donald  L. 
Stom,  530  Univac  Building.  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 

(1)  Wine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Cutler,  Calif.,  to  Montgomery,  Ala.; 
Little  Rock,  Ark.;  Tampa.  Fla.;  Alex¬ 
andria,  Baton  Rouge,  and  Church  Point, 
La.  and  Salem,  Oreg.;  and  (2)  alcoholic 
liquors,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Kentucky,  to  Crosswicks,  N.J. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago. 

Ill. 

No.  MC  119897  (Sub-No.  21) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Applicant:  A-1  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  3102  Maury 
Street,  Houston,  Tex.  77026.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  1111  E 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  WeUpoint 
equipment,  machinery,  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk  and  except 
commodities  described  in  the  report  in 
Mercer  Extension — Oilfield  Commodi¬ 
ties,  74  M.C.C.  459) ,  between  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Moretrench 
American  Ctorp.,  located  at  or  near  Tom- 
ball,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  pohits  in  Alabsuna,  Arizona,  Ark¬ 
ansas,  Colorado,  Florida,  Kansas.  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma. 
Tennessee  and  Texas. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  now  holds 
identical  authority  to  and  from  shipper’s 
former  plantsite  at  or  near  Houston,  Tex.  K 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  121638  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
August  20,  1975.  Applicant:  BARTLES¬ 
VILLE  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  207 
North  Cincinnati  Street,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74103.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rufus 
H.  Lawson,  106  Blxler  Building,  2400 
Northwest  23rd  Street,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73107.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment).  Between 
Tidsa,  Okla.,  and  Caney,  Kans.,  serving 
the  intermeffiate  points  of  Ba^esville. 
Dewey,  Copan,  and  Owen:  From  Tulsa 
over  UH.  Highway  75  to  Caney,  Elans., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — (Common  oontrcd  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Tusla  or  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla. 

NO.  MC  123048  (Sub-No.  329)  filed 
Septonber  5,  1975.  Applicant:  DIA¬ 
MOND  ’TRANSPORTAHON  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  5021  21st  Street,  Racine,  Wise. 
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53406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
C.  Gartzke.  121  W.  Doty  Street,  Madison, 
Wise.  53703.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  rout^,  transporting: 

(1)  Agricultural  implements  and  dozer 
blades',  (2)  attachments,  for  (1)  above; 
and  (3)  parts,  for  (1)  and  (2)  above, 
from  Yazoo  City,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
and  South  Carolina. 

Notk. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  lU., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  264),  filed 
September  2,  1975.  A^ilicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  n.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  AiH>licaiit’s  represratative: 
Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  address  as  £q>- 
plicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alu¬ 
minum  and  zinc  die  castings,  plastic  in¬ 
jection  moldings,  and  door  and  window 
hardware,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Rice 
Lake  and  TurUe  Lake,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Louisiana,  Mississippi  smd  Arkansas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  660),  filed 
August  28,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TOUCKING  CO.,  611  South  28 
Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53215.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  R.  Ziperski 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Ink  andnamish.  in  bulk, 
tn  tank  vehicles,  from  New  Albany,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kmtucky, 
Mississippi,  New  York,  Ohio,  Tennessee 
and  Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  270),  filed 
Sept.  3,  1975.  Applicant:  HILT  JRUCK 
ONE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  D.TB., 
Omaha,  Neto.  68101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  motorcycles,  motorbikes,  recreational 
motor  vehicles,  and  motor  vehicle  parts, 
supplies,  and  accessories  (except  com- 
mo^ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
except  c(xnmodities  in  bulk);  between 
points  In  Dodge  Coimty,  Nebr.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Idaho,  Mmitana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming;  and  (2) 
such  commodities  as  are  de^t  in  and 
used  by  banking  and  financial  institu¬ 
tions,  between  points  in  Burt  and  Madi¬ 
son  Counties,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska,  California,  Ha¬ 
waii,  and  Texas) . 

Note. — Ckmunon  control  may  be  Invcflved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  appUcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Lincoln  or 
Omaha,  Nebr. 


No.  MC  124212  (Sub-No.  89) ,  filed  Sep- 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant:  MITCHELL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  6500  Pearl  Road, 
P.O.  Box  30248,  Cleveland.  Ohio  44130. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz, 
1100  National  City  Bank  Bldg.,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44114.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal,  from  points  in  Trumbull,  Ma¬ 
honing  and  Columbiana  Counties,  C^lo 
to  the  plant  site  of  Bessemer  Cement 
Company,  located  at  Bessemer,  Pa. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  12451  (Sub-No.  36),  filed 
August  29,  1975.  Applicant:  JACK 

JORDAN,  INC.,  Highway  41  South,  P.O. 
Box  689,  Dalton,  Ga.  30720.  At^licant’s 
representative :  Archie  B.  (5ulbreth, 
Suite  246,  1252  West  Peachtree  St., 
N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Feldspar,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Jasper  Coimty,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina  and 
Tennessee. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  tq>plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Oa. 

No.  MC  124673  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
August  27,  1975.  Applicant:  FEED 

TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  Box  2167,  Amarillo, 
Tex.  79105.  Applicant’s  representative: 
’Thomas  F.  Sedberry,  1102  Perry -Brooks 
Bldg.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pet  feed  ingredients,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Texas  (m  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  Boimdary  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  the  southern  boundaries  of 
Ckichran,  Hockley,  Lubbock,  Crosby, 
Dickens  and  Eling  Counties,  ’Tex.,  thence 
on  and  along  the  eastern  toundaries  of 
EJng,  Cottle  and  Childress  Counties,  Tex. 
to  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  Boimdary 
line,  to  the  idantsite  of  Ralston  Purina 
Co.,  at  or  near  Flagstaff,  Ariz. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Amarillo  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No:  MC  124802  (Sub-No.  15) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1975.  Applicant:  ACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  Box  127,  Summerville, 
Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representative:  H. 
Rf^  Pope,  10  Grant  Street,  Cfiarion,  Pa. 
16214.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles:  (1)  fnxn  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  15,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island  and 
Vermont;  and  (2)  from  points  In  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (except  points  in  Armstremg, 
Clarion  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Pa.)  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  15,  to  points 
in  Ck>nnecticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Ohio  (except  to  points  in 
Cuyahoga,  Geauga,  Lorain  and  Portage 


Counties,  Ohio),  New  Jersey  (except  to 
points  in  Cumberland,  Salem,  Gloucester, 
Cape  May,  Atlantic,  Camden  and  Bur¬ 
lington  Coimties,  N.J.),  and  New  Yoik 
(except  frexn  points  in  Cambria,  Elk,  and 
Indiana  Ckiunties,  Pa.  and  Houston 
Township  (Clearfield  County),  Pa.,  to 
points  in  New  Yoik  on  smd  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  81,  and  except  frexn  points 
in  Clearfield  Coimty,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Erie,  Chautauqua  and  Niagw’a  Counties, 
N.Y.) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Pittsburgh 
Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124896  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant:  WILLIAM¬ 
SON  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Thome  & 
Raison  Streets,  P.O.  Box  3485,  Wilson, 
N.C.  27893.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  H.  Blanshan,  205  W.  Touhy  Ave., 
Suite  200,  Park  Ridge,  HI.  60068.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  and  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  otherwise  exempt 
from  economic  regulation  under  Section 
203(b)  (6)  of  the  Act,  when  transported 
in  mixed  loads  with  bananas,  from 
CTharleston,  S.C.,  to  points  in  HUnois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Michigan. 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Virginia 
and  West  Virginia,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  an  im¬ 
mediate  prior  movement  by  water. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Miami,  Fla.,  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  4^  filed 
Sept.  2,  1975.  Applicant:  MACHINERY 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  BOX  417,  Stroud, 
Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  representative: 
T.  M.  Brown,  223  Ciudad  Building,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Asphalt  making  machinery,  storage 
systems,  storage  silos,  surge  systems,  con¬ 
trol  centers,  heaters  and  equipment  and 
parts,  materials  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
construction  thereof,  between  the  plant- 
site  of  CMI  Corporation,  located  at  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  LoulsvUle, 
Ky.;  Nashville,  Tenn.;  Chicago,  ni.;  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Na  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  42) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1975.  Applicant:  MACTHINERY 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  Box  417,  Stroud, 
Okla.  74079.  Ai^licant’s  representative: 
T.  M.  Brown,  223  Cfiudad  Bldg.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OUa.  73112.  Authority  sought 
to  cerate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Self -propelled  articles,  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more:  and  (2) 
parts,  attachments,  and  accessories,  for 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  be¬ 
tween  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  FMC 
Corporation,  located  at  or  near  Bowling 
Green,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  oa  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  includ¬ 
ing  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii. 
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Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  i4>pllcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.:  Nashville.  Tenn.;  Chicago,  m.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sid)-No.  135),  filed 
September  2,  1975.  Applicant:  FAST 
MOTOR  SERVICE.  INC.,  9100  Plainfi^d 
Road,  Brookfield,  m.  60513.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33 
North  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  HI.  60602. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  plastic  products  and 
products  produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Continental  Can  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128021  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
Sept^nber  8, 1975.  Ainilicant:  DIVERSI¬ 
FIED  PRODUCES  TRUCKING  COR¬ 
PORATION,  309  Williamson  Avenue. 
Opelika,  Ala.  36801.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box  517, 
Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  emulsified  petroleum  sizing,  gaso¬ 
line  additives,  in  containers,  and  adver¬ 
tising  matter  and  such  commodities  as 
are  ordinarily  used  or  distributed  by 
wholesale  or  retail  suppliers,  marketers 
or  distributors  of  petroleum  products 
moving  in  the  same  vehicle  at  the  same 
time  with  cmnmodities  described  here¬ 
in,  (A)  From  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  points  in 
Oregon,  Idaho,  Montana,  Wycsning,  and 
Calif mnia;  and  (B)  From  Wilmington, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Utah,  Colo¬ 
rado,  New  Mexico,  and  Nevada;  and  (2) 
Empty  petroleum  containers,  (A)  Prom 
points  in  Oregon,  Idaho,  Montana, 
W3mming,  and  California,  to  Seattle, 
Wash.;  and  (B)  Fitan  points  in  Ariztma, 
Utah,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  and  Nevada, 
to  Wilmington,  Calif.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  with  Texaco,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  San 
Francisco  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  198),  filed 
September  2,  1975.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  189,  Port  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harry  Ross,  1403 
South  Horton  Street,  Fort  Scott,  Kans. 
66701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vermic- 
ulite,  vermicuttte  products  and  plant 
media  mix  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
from  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  De  Kalb,  HI., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ai^lkiant  requests  It  be  held  at  Little 
Bock,  Ark.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  128375  (Sub-No.  133)  (correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  July  17, 1975,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  September  4,  1975,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CRETE  CARRIER  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  P.O.  Box  81228,  Uncoln,  Nete. 
68501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ken 
Admns  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Electrical  equip¬ 
ment,  devices,  products,  related  items, 
and  parts  thereof,  and  commodities  used 
by  and  dealt  in  by  manufacturers  thereof 
(except  in  bulk  and  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment),  (a)  between  Somersworth, 
N.H.;  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  and  Rotterdam, 
N.Y.,  on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
p(Hnts  in  the  United  States  on  and  west 
of  the  eastern  state  boimdary  lines  of 
Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and 
Louisiana;  and  (b)  between  Somers¬ 
worth,  N.H.,  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  and  Rot¬ 
terdam,  N.Y.,  imder  a  cemtinuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  General  EUectric 
Company.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  redescribe  the  territorial  sc<me 
of  the  aimlication. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessciry,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Lincoln  or 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  128592  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
September  5,  1975.  Applicant:  K.LM. 
DISTRIBUTING,  INC.,  2102  Old  Bran¬ 
don  Road,  P.O.  Box  6066,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39208.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  B.  Morrison,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty 
Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wiring 
devices  and  electrical  and  lighting  equip¬ 
ment  (except  commodities  which  by  rea¬ 
son  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment),  from  Parkersburg, 
W.  Va.,  to  Sparks,  Nev.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Union 
Insulating  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Parkersburg, 
W.  Va. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  ctwnmon  carrier 
authority  in  MC  138308  Sub-No.  2,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  128841  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
August  29,  1975.  Applicant:  MUR-GAIL, 
INC.,  301  North  Fifth  Street,  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn.  55403.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Samuel  Rubenstein  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Merchandise,  handled  by  retail  hard¬ 
ware  stores,  in  shipper  owned  or  leased 
equipment  (trailers),  from  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  returned  ship¬ 
ments,  of  the  comm(xilties  in  (1)  above, 
from  points  in  the  above  named  destina¬ 
tion  States,  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  under 
contract  with  Coast  to  Coast  Stores  Cen¬ 
tral  Organization,  Inc. 


Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  129032  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Applicant:  TOM  INMAN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  6015  S.  49th  West 
Avenue,  Tulsa,  OUa.  74107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
280  National  Foundation  Life  Bldg.,  3535 
N.W.  58,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  prciducts  produced  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and  con¬ 
verters  of  paper  and  paper  products,  (1) 
from  Little  River  County,  Ark.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin;  and  (2) 
from  points  in  Portage  and  Wood  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  HI.,  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  86) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  8, 1975.  Applicant:  TEXAS  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630  Fi¬ 
delity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Alcoholic  beverages 
(except  in  bulk) ,  moving  in  mechanically 
refrigerated  equipment,  from  Chicago 
and  Lemont,  HI.;  Detroit,  Mich.,  and 
Lawrenceburg,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136032  and  subs  thereun¬ 
der,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas. 
Tex. 

No.  MC  133576  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant;  BUSBOOM 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  1,  Filley,  Nebr. 
68357.  Applicant’s  representative;  Duane 
L.  Stromer,  605  South  14th  Street,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Calcium  chloride, 
in  containers,  from  the  facilities  of  Dow 
Chemical  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Ludington  and  Midland  Counties,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Kansas,  Ctdorado,  and  that 
portion  of  Iowa  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
65,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Oldfater’s  O.K.  Tire  Com¬ 
pany  of  Beatrice,  Nebr. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Lincoln 
or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  134400  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
August  25,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLEIR’S 
TRUCKING  AND  RENTAL,  INC.,  200 
Southern  Avenue,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001. 
Applicant’s  r^resentative:  Carl  E.  Mun¬ 
son,  489  Fischer  Building,  Dubuque,  Iowa 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  1 92— THURSDAY,  OCTOBER  2,  1975 


NOTICES 


45521 


52001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt 
beverages,  and  accompanying  advertising 
material,  (a)  from  Minneapolis-St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  to  East  Dubuque,  HI.,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  the  Jansen  Beverage  Co.,  at 
East  Dubuque,  HI.;  and  (b)  from  Du¬ 
buque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois  and 
Indiana,  located  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  36,  under  contract  with  the 
Pickett  Brewing  Co.,  under  contract  with 
the  Pickett  Brewing  Company,  at  Du¬ 
buque,  Iowa;  and  (2)  aluminum  building 
products  and  related  accessories,  in 
shipper-owned  trailers,  from  Dubuque 
and  Osage,  Iowa,  and  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Adams,  Brown,  Bu¬ 
reau,  Carroll,  Pulton,  Hancock,  Hender¬ 
son,  Henry,  Jo  Daviess,  Knox,  LaSalle, 
Lee,  McDonough,  Marshall,  Mercer,  Ogle, 
Peoria,  Putnam,  Rock  Island,  Schuyler, 
Stark,  Stephenson,  Warren,  and  White- 
side  Counties,  HI.;  to  points  in  Iowa  (ex¬ 
cept  from  Dubuque  and  Osage,  Iowa) ; 
to  points  in  Adair,  Clark,  Knox,  Lewis, 
Marion,  Schuyler,  Scotland,  and  Shelby 
Counties,  Mo.;  and  points  in  Crawford, 
Grant,  Iowa,  Lafayette,  and  Richland 
Counties,  Wis.,  mider  contract  with  the 
Zephyr  Almninum  Products  Inc.,  at 
Dubuque,  ^owa. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dubuque  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  134730  (Sub-No.  4)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  July  28,  1975,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Au¬ 
gust  21,  1975,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  METALS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2469  North  100th 
Street,  Wauwatosa,  Wis.  53226.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Nancy  J.  John¬ 
son,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite  100,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.  53705.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Molten  liquid  aluminum,  alum¬ 
inum  ingots,  slabs,  billets,  blooms,  and 
aluminum  scrap,  from  Oak  Creek,  Wis., 
Benton,  Ark.,  and  points  in  its  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  and  Sandusky,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Florida, 
Alabama,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
Missouri,  Arkansas,  North  (Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Vir^nia,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and 
Rhode  Island;  (2)  scrap  metals,  de- 
tinned  steel,  tin.  and  tin  chemicals,  from 
Gary,  Ind.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  l^ar- 
rows  Point,  Md.,  to  points  in  the  destina¬ 
tion  states  named  in  (1)  above;  and  (3) 
scrap  metals,  from  the  destination  states 
named  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  to  Oak 
Creek,  Wis.,  Benton,  Ark.  and  points  in 
its  commercial  zone,  Sandusky,  Ohio, 
Gary,  Ind.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Spar¬ 
rows  Point,  Md.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Vulcan  Materials 
Company. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  Is 
to  Include  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware.  Maryland,  and  Rhode  Island 
as  destination  states  In  (1)  above.  Common 


contiol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  la 
deemed  necessary,  iq;>pUcant  requests  It  be 
held  at  MUvraukee  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  150),  filed 
August  28,  1975.  Applicant:  B.  J.  MC 
ADAMS,  INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock.  Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Don  Garrison  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^l- 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Aluminum  and  stainless  steel  cookware, 
materials,  supplies,  and  compounds  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which 
b^ause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment),  from  Wooster, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
Nevada,  Utah,  California,  Washington, 
and  Oregon. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  135270  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
September  11, 1975.  AppUcant:  WALTER 
LEMMONS,  doing  business  as  W.  L. 
LEASING,  RH.  1,  Port  Branch,  Ind. 
47533.  Applicant’s  representative:  Walter 
P.  Jones,  Jr.,  601  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular - 
routes,  transporting:  Fly  ash,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  trucks,  from  Owensboro  and  Sebree, 
Ky.,  to  Evansville,  Ind.,  under  contract 
with  Evansville  Concrete  Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  LoulsvlUe,  Ky.,  or.  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  135861  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  3, 1975.  Applicant:  LISA  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4550,  28th  St.  It 
N.  Houston  St.,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76106. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Billy  R.  Reid, 
6108  Sharon  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
76116.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides,  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  the  plEuit- 
sites  and  facilities  of  MBPLX  Corpora¬ 
tion,  at  or  near  Friona  and  Plainview, 
Tex.,  to  (Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points  in  the 
Chicago,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Port 
Worth  or  AmarUlo,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136211  (Sub-No.  33) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5, 1975.  Applicant:  MERCHANTS 
HOME  DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5067,  Oxnard,  Calif.  93030.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  T.  M.  Brown,  223 
Ciudad  Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  trans^rting:  New 
furniture  and  furnishings,  (1)  between 
the  facilities  of  Alpert’s  Warehouse 
Showroom,  of  Albany,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Colonie,  N.Y.,  <m  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Vermfmt,  Massa¬ 


chusetts,  and  that  part  of  Connecticut 
on.  west,  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Massachusetts-Connecticut  state 
line  and  Interstate  Highway  91,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  91  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  84,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  84  to  Junction  Con¬ 
necticut-New  York  state  line;  and  (2) 
between  the  facilities  of  Alpert’s  of  Ohio, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  North  Randall, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  York  and  that  part  of 
P^msylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15,  imder  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts  with  Alperts  of  Ohio,  Inc.,  and 
Alpert’s  Warehouse  Showroom  of 
Albany,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Providence.  R.I.,  Boston,  Mass.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  136315  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
Sept.  8,  1975.  Applicant:  OLEN  BUR- 
RAGE  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  9,  Box 
22-A,  Philadelphia,  Miss.  39350.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Fred  W.  Johnson. 
Jr..  1500  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O. 
Box  22628,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fiber  board  and 
composition  board,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Elroehler  Manufacturing  Company,  at  or 
near  Meridian.  Miss.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  123005  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved/ 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Jackson  or  Me¬ 
ridian,  Miss. 

No.  MC  136343  (Su'i-No.  52) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975.  Applicant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  355, 
Milton,  Pa.  17847.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  (3eorge  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave., 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tran^rt- 
ing:  Components  for  manufactured 
housing:  (1)  from  the  facilities  of  ADM 
Industries.  Inc.  at  Elkhart.  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Pennsylvania,  North  Carolina,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Florida,  Alabama,  Texas,  Kansas, 
Iowa,  and  California;  and  (2)  from  the 
facilities  of  ADM  Industries,  Inc.,  and  its 
wholly  owned  subsidiaries  at  Taylors¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Hen¬ 
derson,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  North  Carolina,  Georgia,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Alabama,  Texas,  Kansas,  Iowa,  and 
Calfiomia,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  originating  at  the 
above  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
above  named  destinations. 

NoTE.r-Common  contnrfi  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  appUcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  82).  filed 
August  28.  1975.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  309  Fifth 
Avenue  Southwest,  New  Brighton,  Minn. 
55112.  Applicant’s  representative;  Stan¬ 
ley  C.  Olsen,  Jr.,  3033  Excelsior  Boule- 
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%rd,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55416.  Author-  No.  MC  138148  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Sep-  No.  MC  138956  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Sep- 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  ear-  tember  5.  1975.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  J.  tember  4.  1975.  A];H>lioant:  ERGON 
ier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  SCHMIDT,  7499  Montevideo  Court,  TRUCKINO,  INC.,  202  East  Pearl  Street, 
-outes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  drugs,  Jessup,  Md.  20794.  Applicant’s  represent-  Jackson,  Miss.  39201.  Apidicant’s  rep- 
nastic  and  rubber  articles,  from  the  ative:  CTlyde  E.  Hening,  Suite  1123, 1329  resentatlve:  Dontdd  B.  Morrison,  1500 
ilantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Ross  E.  Street,  N.W.,  Washingt<xi,  D.C.  20004.  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22628, 
ijaboratories,  located  at  or  near  Sturgis,  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com-  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought 
ilich.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connectl-  mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  Ir-  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mot<M‘ 
:ut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken-  regulm:  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Beer  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
:ucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  and  malt  beverages,  from  Fort  Wayne,  ing:  Liquid  caustic  soda,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
Vlassachusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Hamp-  Ind.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  the  District  vehicles,  from  Brewton,  Ala.,  to  points 
ihlre.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  Empty  beer  and  in  Santa  Rosa  County,  Fla. 

Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  malt  beverage  containers  on  return,  from  note.— common  control  may  be  involved. 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  the  District  of  Co-  if  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appii- 
Virglnia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  lumbia,  to  Port  Wasme,  Ind.  cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  New  or- 

[>f  Columbia.  note. — if  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  l«ans.  La.,  or  Jackson,  Miss. 

Note.— K  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Haiti-  no.  MC  139195  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Au- 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis,  more,  Md.,  ot  vyashington,  D.C.  gust  29,  1975.  Applicant:  CLINCH  CO., 

No.  MC  138274  (Sub-No.  19),  filed  INC.,  4625  Rutiedge  Pike,  Knoxville, 
No  MC  136897  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  Sep-  August  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SHIPPERS  Tenn.  37914.  Applicant’s  representative: 
tember  5,  1975.  AppUcant:  SWIFT  BEST  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  15533,  John  P.  Mann,  300  Pettigru  Street, 
TRANSPORTATION  COMANY,  INC.,  Salt  Lake  Cfity,  Utah  84115.  Applicant’s  Greenville,  S.C.  29605.  Authority  sought 
335  West  Elwood  Road,  Phoenix,  Arlz.  representative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
85041.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don-  North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
aid  E.  Femaays,  4040  East  McDowell  17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  hig;  Zinc  ores  and  concentrates  and 
Road,  Suite  320,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85008.  Au-  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  limestones,  from  points  in  Jefferson  and 
thori^  sought  to  <«>erate  as  a  contract  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned  Knox  Counties,  Tenn.,  to  Knoxville, 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the  ship-  Term.,  and  its  commercial  zone,  re¬ 
routes,’  transporting:  Fencing,  fencing  ping  facilities  of  Heinz  U.SA.,  at  Tracy  stricted  to  traffic  having  a  subsequent 
materials,  accessories  and  attachments  and  Stocktcm,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  movement  by  water. 
therefor,  and  items,  materials,  and  sup-  Montana,  Wyoming,  Utah,  and  Arizona,  note.— if  a  hearing  is  deemd  necessary, 
plies  (except  in  bulk) ,  used  in  the  manu-  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  st.  Louis! 
faoture  and  installation  thereof,  between  above-named  origin  and  destined  to  the  Mo. 

points  in  Arizona,  California,  Utah,  Colo-  above-named  destination  states.  139261  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Au- 

rado.  New  Mexico,  Texas,  Kansas,  Mis-  note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  gust  18, 1975.  Applicant:  BUCKEYE  EX- 

souri,  Nevada,  and  Orville,  Wash.,  imder  authority  in  mc  issose  and  subs  thereunder,  PRESS  INC  Willis  Day  Industrial  Park 

a  oo^utog  contract,  or  contracts  with  Perrwburg.  Ohio  43551.  AppUcanfs  rep^ 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au-  or  Washington,  D.C.  west  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Neenah,  Wis. 

thority  In  MC  136818  and  subs  thereunder,  ’  54956.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 

therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  No.  MC  138274  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  Au-  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap-  gust  28,  1975.  Applicant:  SHIPPERS  irregular  rout^  transnortina-  ’  Vwch 
pUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix.  Ariz.  BEST  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2151  North  Red-  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
No.  MC  138026  (Sub-No.  4),  fUed  Sep-  Road.  Salt  Lake  aty,  U^  84116.  retaU,  chain  grocery  and  food  business 

tember  5,  1975.  AppUcant:  LOGISTICS  ®  ’  w.r  houses,  (1)  from  points  in  the  United 

EXPRESS,  INC.,  doing  business  as  States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  tc 

LOGEX,  Rwanda  and  Slover  Avenues,  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  Maumee,  Ohio;  and  (2)  from  Maumee 

Fontana,  Calif.  92335.  AppUcant’s  repre-  ^  ccmmon  earner,  by  motor  v^cle,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky 
sentative:  William  D.  Taylor,  100  Pine  irregi^r  routes*  Michigan,  and  Ohio,  under  a  continuini 

Street,  Suite  2550,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  Foo^tuff,  in  vehicl^  ^uippw  with  contract  or  contracts  with  Seaway  Foot 
94111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  mech^c^refi^eration,  from  the  facm-  Town,  Inc.,  and  AffiUates:  Balduf  Baker- 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Totinos  Foods,  Inc.,  located  jes  and  Valley  Farms  Foods,  Inc. 

Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  in  Mhm^po^,  M^.,  to  p^ts  in  C3ol<>  note.— if  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessarv 

hydrogen,  in  bulk,  in  shipper  furnished  requests  it  L  held  at  Toledo,  Ohio 

trailers,  from  the  plantsite  of  Air  Prod-  Calffor^a,  Nevada,  Ut^.  Oregon,  Wash-  -  • 

ucts  and  Chemicals,  Inc.,  located  in  Long  ington,  Idaho,  and  Montana.  No.  MC7  139404  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Au 

Beach,  Calif.,  to  the  plantsite  of  Air  note. — if  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ^i^t  28,  1975.  Ap^c^t;  ^TIiLIAM  G 
Products  and  Chemicals,  Inc.,  located  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  BROWN,  207  North  Third  street,  Bards 
at  or  near  New  Orleans  La.  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or  salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  town,  Ely.  40004.  AppUcant’s  represents 

*  ’  i.  ox  Ai  j  e  tive:  Robert  H.  Kinker,  711  McClur 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary.  No.  MC  138482  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep-  Bide  PO  110x4.64  Frankfort  Wv  40601 
the  appucant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  An-  tember  8.  1975.  Applicant:  SPACEMAS- 

TOUCKINO  COBP.,  26  “  ov 

No.  MC  138057  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Sep-  regiilar  routes,  transporting:  Wooden 

tember  4, 1975.  AppUcant:  C  &  F  TRANS-  Heighte,  SU.  2940^  ^pUcant  s  barrels,  set  up,  from  points  in  Tennesset 

SSS;*:  Aiu  E.  815  Mer-  thority  sought  to  owrat.  as  a  coutr^t 

chants  Bank  Bl^.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  earner,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  ^ 

46204.  Authority  KUght  to  operate  as  a  route,  ^o.  MC  139495  <Sub-No.  88),  Ble 

common  earner,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  stands  and  display  racks  and  stande  con-  29,  1975.  AppUcant:  NATIONA 

irregular  routes,  transporting:  Boxes,  taining  hosiery,  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  CARRIEIIS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Stree 
paUeU.  skids,  lumber  and  lumber  prod-  points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas-  p.o.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Ap 
ucts  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  ka  and  HawaU) ,  under  a  continuing  con-  pUcant’s  representative:  Herbert  .^a 

Shipshewana,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Blinois.  tract  with  Kayser-Roth  Hosiery  Co.,  Inc.  P“****^ 

^  a.  .  4  _ _ _  ton.  D.C.  20006,  Authoilty  sought  t 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary.  Note.— H  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  __  _  common  carrier  bv  mott 

the  appucant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  operate  as  a  commw  carrysr,  oy  mow 
indianapoUs,  Ind.,  or  Chicago,  lu.  ni.  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpoii 
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ing;  Drugs,  medicines,  and  chemicals.  In 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  facilities  of  Miles 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Elkhart,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Utah,  and  Washington. 

Note. — ^Applicant  h<dds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  133106  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  89) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975.  Applicant;  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal  Kans.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  r^resentative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  1819  H  Street,  N.W..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Floor  coverings,  from  the  facilities 
utilized  by  KentUe  Floors,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Chicago,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania.  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Georgia,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Iowa,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  New  Mexico, 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  and  Montana. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  contract  authority 
In  MC  133106  and  other  subs,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  appUcant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140312  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant;  SARGENT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Obi  Road,  RD  #1. 
Portville,  N.Y.  14770.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  S.  Michael  Richards,  44 
North  Avenue,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Cheese  and 
commodities  otherwise  exempt  from  eco¬ 
nomic  regulation  under  Section  203(b) 
(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
when  transported  in  the  same  vehicle 
and  at  the  same  time  with  cheese,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Cuba  Cheese  and  Trad¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.  located  at  Cuba,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Florida.  Georgia,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  and  Virginia,  imder 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Cuba  Cheese  and  Trading  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Buffalo  or  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  140500  (Sub-No.  3)  filed 
August  21,  1975.  Applicant:  EVERETT 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  56.  Mt.  Ver¬ 
non,  Wash.  98274.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  George  Karglanls,  2120  Pacific 
Bldg.,  Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Specialty  foods,  consisting 
of  tortilla  and  taco  shells,  requiring  tem¬ 
perature  control,  from  Richmond,  Calif., 
to  points  in  Oregon  and  Washington,  un¬ 
der  contract  with  Toltec  Poods,  Inc. 

Note. — AppUcant  holds  common  carrier 
auth<H-lty  in  MC  135518  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  neoauery,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 


No.  MC  140708  (Sub^o.  1) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1975.  Applicant:  K  R.  COM¬ 
BER  b  SON.  me..  Main  Street.  Jack- 
man,  Me.  04945.  Applicant’s  r^resenta- 
tive:  Peter  L.  Murray,  30  Exchange 
Street,  Portland.  Me.  04111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Beaudry  Lumber  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Holeb 
and  Greenville,  Maine,  to  the  port  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  at  or  near  Jackman,  Maine, 
and  to  points  in  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
Pennsylvania,  under  contract  with 
Beaudry  Lumber  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Maine,  or  Boston,  Kbiss. 

No.  MC  140723  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
S^t.  2,  1975.  Applicant:  ARUN  CUR¬ 
TISS,  doing  business  as  ARIIN  CUR¬ 
TISS  FEED,  405  North  12th  Street.  Mon¬ 
tevideo,  Minn.  56265.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:.  James  B.  Hovland,  425  Gate 
City  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer  (except 
liquid  fertilizer) ,  from  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  located 
at  or  near  Raymond,  Mont.;  Portal,  Pem¬ 
bina,  and  San  Haven,  N.  Dak.;  and 
Noyes,  Minn.;  to  points  in  Minnesota  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  10,  and  points 
in  Iowa  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
30. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Min¬ 
neapolis,  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  140741  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1975.  Applicant;  SIMON  P. 
NEWUN,  me..  SUer  Route  Box  llA, 
Winchester,  Va.  22601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box 
187,  Berryville,  Va.  22611.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Gravel  and  crushed 
stone,  from  p(dnts  In  Carroll  County, 
Md.,  to  points  in  Virginia,  and  points  in 
Berkeley,  Jefferson,  Morgan,  and  Hamp¬ 
shire  Counties.  W.  Va.;  (2)  (a)  masonry 
building  blocks;  and  (b)  masonry  con¬ 
struction  material,  in  mixed  loads  with 
masonry  building  blocks,  frean  the  idant- 
site  of  Virginia  Supreme  Corporation, 
at  Winchester,  Va.,  to  points  in  Allegany, 
Anne  Anmdel,  Baltimore,  Calvert,  Caro¬ 
line,  Carroll,  Cecil,  Charles,  Dorchester, 
Frederick,  Garrett,  Harford.  Howard, 
Kent,  Montgomery,  Prince  Georges, 
Queen  Annes,  St.  Marys,  Talbot,  and 
Washington  Counties,  Md.;  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.;  points  in  Adams,  Allegheny, 
Armstrong,  Beaver,  Bedford.  Bertfs,  Blair, 
Butler,  Cambria,  Centre,  Chester,  Clar¬ 
ion,  (Hearfield,  Clinton,  Cumberland. 
Dauphin,  Payette,  Franklin,  Fulton, 
Greene.  Himtingdon,  Indiana.  Jefferson, 
Juniata,  Lancaster.  Lebanon,  MUBin. 
Northumberland,  Perry,  SchuylkiU.  Sny¬ 


der,  Somerset,  Union,  Washington,  West¬ 
moreland,  and  York  Counties,  Pa.;  and 
points  in  Barbour.  Berkeley,  Braxton. 
Brooke.  Doddridge.  Gilmer,  Grant, 
Greenbrier,  Hampshire,  Hancock,  Har¬ 
dy.  Harrison,  Jefferson,  Lewis,  Mari¬ 
on,  Marshall,  Mineral,  Monongalia, 
Morgan,  Nicholas,  Ohio,  Pendleton, 
Pocahontas,  Preston,  Rand(fiph,  Ritchie, 
Taylor,  Tucker,  Tyler,  Upshur,  Web¬ 
ster,  and  Wetzel  Covmties,  W.  Va.; 
and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (3)  sand,  from  points  in  Fulton 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Virginia,  and 
points  in  Berkeley,  Jefferson,  Morgan, 
and  Hampshire  Counties,  W.  Va. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Winchester, 
Va.,  CK  Hagerstown,  Md. 

No.  MC  140743  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5.  1975.  Applicant:  GORSKI 
BULK  TRANSPORT,  mc.,  21635  E.  Nine 
Mile  Road,  St.  Clair  Shores,  Mich.  48080. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  B. 
Elmer  (same  adress  as  apidlcant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ov«:  Irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  AlcohoHc  liq¬ 
uors,  including  alcoholic  spirits  arid 
wines,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  in  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  Miimesota,  to  points  in  Indiana. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  to  be  held  at  either  New 
York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140947  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant:  VAN  GROLL, 
INC.,  Route  No.  4,  Kaukauna,  Wis.  54130. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  Rob¬ 
ert  Evans,  145  West  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Neenah,  Wis.  54956.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vridcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Blood  meal,  meat  scraps  and  pack¬ 
inghouse  waste  products  (except  hides, 
skins  and  pieces  thereof) ,  in  bulk  or  in 
bags,  from  Chiimewa  Falls  and  Green 
Bay,  Wis.,  to  points  in  HlinolB,  Iowa,  and 
Minnesota,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Packerland  Packing 
Company,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceasary. 
the  iq>pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Milwau¬ 
kee.  yflM. 

No.  MC  141056  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
August  28,  1975.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  2880  North 
Woodford  Street,  Decatur.  HI.  62526.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  E.  Stein- 
hour,  918  East  Capitol  Avenue,  Spring- 
field,  HI.  62701.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transp<n*ting; 
Iron  and  steel,  iron  and  steH  articles, 
fasteners,  grinding  whedls.  coated  abra¬ 
sives,  tools,  belts,  belting,  belt  lacing  hose, 
blocks,  pulleys,  strapping,  wire  wheels, 
brushes,  light  bulbs,  lubricants,  casters, 
and  machine  tools  and  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  East  Peoria,  HL,  cm  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Lake,  PorUff, 
La  Porte,  St.  Joseph.  Newton.  Jaeper, 
Starke,  Pulaski,  Marshall,  Fulton,  Ben- 
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ton,  White,  Cass,  Miami,  Warren,  Tippe¬ 
canoe,  CarroU,  Clinton,  Howard,  Foun¬ 
tain,  Montgomery,  Vermilion,  Parke, 
Putnam,  Vigo,  Clay.  Owen.  Sullivan. 
Oreoie,  and  Knox  Counties,  Ind.;  points 
in  Delaware,  Dubuque,  Unn,  Jones,  Jack- 
son.  Johnson,  Cedar,  Clinton,  Scott, 
Washington,  Muscatine,  Louisa,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Henry,  Des  Moines,  Van  Buren,  Lee, 
Davis,  Appanoose.  Monroe,  Wapello,  and 
Ke<^uk  Counties,  Iowa;  and  points  in 
Scotland,  Claik,  Knox,  Lewis,  Shelby, 
Marlon,  Monroe,  Ralls,  Audrain,  Pike, 
Montgomery,  Lincoln,  Gasconade,  War¬ 
ren,  St.  Charles,  Franklin,  St.  Louis,  Jef¬ 
ferson.  St.  Francois,  St.  Genevieve,  Perry, 
Bollinger.  Cape  Girardeau,  Putnam, 
Schuyler,  Adair,  Macon,  Randolph, 
Boone,  Callaway,  Cole,  and  Osage  Coun¬ 
ties,  Mo.,  and  tile  city  of  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
for  the  account  of  Hagerty  Brothers 
Company,  located  in  East  Peoria,  Bl.,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Hagerty  Brothers  Company. 

Note. — a.  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  htid  at  either 
Springfield,  or  Chicago,  ni.,  (»■  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC 141184  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10.  1975.  AppUcant:  ERNEST 
D.  GIBSON,  doing  business  as,  GIBSON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  709  Poplar  Ave¬ 
nue,  Youngstown,  Ohio  44515.  AppU- 
cant’s  r^resentative:  Ernest  D.  Gibson 
(same  address  as  appUcant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
hy  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Stapling  and  stitching 
machines  (except  hand  machines),  and 
staples;  and  (2)  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  or  us^ul  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  above,  between  points  in 
Mahoning  Coimty,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Beaver, 
Bucks,  Butler,  and  Cambria  Counties,  Pa. 
and  Baltimore  County,  Md..  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Inter¬ 
national  Stifle  and  Machine  Company. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141251,  filed  August  18,  1975. 
AppUcant:  B&B  DRIVE-AWAY  SYS¬ 
TEM,  6030  South  Santa  Fe  Avenue, 
Huntington  Park,  Calif.  90255.  AppU- 
cant’s  r^resentative:  Gene  L.  Osofsky, 
2804  Winchester  Drive,  Hayward,  Calif. 
94541.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Empty 
shipper  or  customer  owned  trucks  as  a 
transportation  (drlve-away)  service, 
from  points  in  California,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  Col(»rado,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mmcico,  Oregon, 
Texas.  Washington,  Wyoming,  Utah,  and 
Oklahoma. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
calif. 

No.  MC  141252,  filed  August  14.  1975. 
AppUcant:  PAN  WESTERN  CORPORA¬ 
TION.  4105  Las  L(»nas,  Las  Vegas.  Nev. 
89102.  Aiwlicant’s  r^resentative:  E. 
Rcmald  Kropac^  1500  West  Covina 
Parkway,  Suite  208,  West  Covina,  Calif. 


91790.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporMng:  Qypswn 
and  gypsum  products  and  suppHes,  used 
in  the  installation  thereof,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Johns-Manville  Products 
CorporatiiHi,  at  or  near  Apex.  Nev.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Idaho,  and  Colorado. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Las  Vegas, 
Nev.,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  141267,  filed  August  27,  1975. 
AppUcant:  ARCHIE  HOLT,  502  West 
State,  VandaUa,  Mo.  63382.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Thomas  P.  Rose,  Jeffer¬ 
son  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  205,  Jefferson  City, 
Mo.  65101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt 
beverages,  from  the  plant  and  storage 
faculties  of  the  Adolph  Coors  Company 
located  at  or  near  Golden.  Colo.,  to  points 
in  Missouri,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Eddie  M.  HaU. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  141268  (amendment),  filed 
August  25, 1975,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  September  25, 1975,  and 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
pUcant:  PARKVIEW  TOWING  CORP., 
173-19  Liberty  Avenue,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 
11433.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Sid¬ 
ney  J.  Leshin,  575  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10022.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregiUar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wrecked  and  disabled  motor  ve¬ 
hicles,  including  buses  and  trucks, 
replacements  thereof,  and  antique  auto¬ 
mobiles,  by  use  of  wreckers  and/or  tow 
equipment,  between  points  in  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland. 
Delaware.  District  of  Columbia,  Virginia, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine.  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina.  Georgia,  Alabama, 
and  Florida. 

Note. — ^Ihe  pxupoee  of  this  republicatlon 
Is  to  indicate  the  additional  commodity  of 
antique  automobUes.  If  a  hearmg  Is  deemed 
neceesary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  New  York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  141270,  filed  August  28,  1975. 
AppUcant:  PREECEVILLE  TRACTOR, 
LTD.,  P.O.  Box  499,  Preecevllle,  Sas¬ 
katchewan.  Canada.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  B.  Hoyland,  425  Gate 
City  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Balers  and  parts, 
accessories  and  attachments  for  balers, 
from  PeUa,  Iowa,  to  the  point  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  at  or  near 
Portal,  N.  Dak.,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  destined  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce  to  the  province  of 
Saskatchewan. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
BUllngs,  Mont,  or  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 


No.  MC  141273,  filed  August  28,  1975. 
AppUcant:  CARL  NEESAM,  PardeevUle. 
Wis.  53954.  AppUoimt’s  representative: 
Nancy  J.  Johnson,  4506  Regent  St.,  Suite 
100,  Maffison,  Wis.  53705.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Soybean  meal,  from  points 
in  Minnesota,  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Madi¬ 
son  or  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  or  Twin  Cities,  Minn. 

No.  MC  141285,  filed  Sept^ber  2, 
1975.  AppUcant:  NORFOLK  BEVERAGE 
COMPANY,  1431  South  1st  St.,  Norfolk. 
Madison  County,  Nebr.  68701.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Einar  Viren,  904  City 
Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Surgical 
needles  and  syringes,  and  blood  collec¬ 
tion  tubes,  from  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  to  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  imder  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Sherwood  Medical  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  located  at  Norfolk,  Nebr. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neceesary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  141299,  filed  Sept.  3,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  RALPH  H.  BURNS  &  SONS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  38,  Hillsboro,  W.  Va. 
24946.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Theo¬ 
dore  Polydoroff,  1250  Conn.  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Asphaltic  concrete,  liquid 
asphalt,  and  by-products  thereof,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Roanoke,  Va.,  to 
points  in  Payette,  Greenbrier,  Mercer, 
Monroe,  Pendleton,  Pocahontas,  Raleigh, 
Randolph,  and  Summers  Counties,  W. 
Va.,  imder  a  (xmtinuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Fuel  OU  and  Equipment  Co., 
Inc. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  118063,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be.  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  141301,  filed  September  8, 1975. 
AppUcant:  HANSON  TIRE  SERVICE, 
INC.,  Highway  56  West,  LeRoy,  Minn. 
55951.  AppUcant’s  r^resentative:  Paul  C. 
Gartzke.  121  West  Doty  Street,  Madison. 
Wis.  53703.  Authority  sought  to  cerate 
as  -a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Pneumatic  tires,  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Goodyear  Tire  & 
Rubber  Co.  at  or  near  New  Berlin,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Minnesota  and  Iowa,  under  a 
continuing  contract  of  contracts  with: 

(1)  Hanson  Tire  Service  of  Hampton; 

(2)  Donald  A.  Hanson.  Ronnie  M.  East- 
void  and  David  Thorson  d.b.a.  Hanson 
Tire  Service;  (3)  Donald  A.  Hanson, 
Kenneth  O.  Hanson  and  Franklin  D. 
Kaestem  d.b.a.  Hanson  Tire  Service; 
and  (4)  Hanson  Tire  Service  of  Blue 
Earth. 

Note. — It  a  hMuring  Is  deemed  necessary, 
iq>plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  or  Chicago,  Dl. 
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No.  MC  141304.  filed  September  8, 1975. 
Applicant:  OTIS  BROTHERS,  INC., 
Route  No.  5.  Box  250,  Rolla,  Mo.  65401. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Frank  W. 
Taylor,  Jr.,  1221  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Disabled,  wrecked,  and  damaged 
trucks  and  trailers,  between  points  in 
Phelps,  Maries,  and  Texas  Counties,  Mo., 
on  Uie  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Tennessee,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Louisiana,  Georgia.  Colorado, 
and  New  Mexico. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Kansas  City. 
Mo. 

No.  MC  141313,  filed  September  8, 1975. 
Applicant:  “PERMISIONARIOS  DE  EX¬ 
PRESS  Y  CARCA,  S.A.  DE  C.V..”  Mar 
Kara  325,  Col.  Aleman,  Tijuana,  Baja 
Calif,,  Mexico.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Pedro  Moreno  Viramontes  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aircraft  parts,  rail  transportation 
systems  parts,  tooling,  highway  trans¬ 
portation  systems  parts,  machinery,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  equipment,  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  Mexico  located  at 
San  Ysidro  and  Calexico.  Calif.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ChulA  Vista, 
Calif.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Rohr  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  San  Diego, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  141315  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
September  10, 1975.  Applicant:  UPMAN 
BROS.,  INC.,  Riverside  Drive,  Augusta, 
Maine  04330.  Applicant’s  representative: 
David  M.  Lipman,  72  Winthrop  Street, 
Augusta,  Maine  04330.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  Fish  meal,  fish  solubles,  and  fish  oil, 
between  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Massachusetts,  Vermont,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  York,  Dela¬ 
ware.  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Lipman  Marine  Products, 
Inc.  of  Cloucester,  Mass. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
iq>plicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Portland, 
Maine. 

No.  MC  141317,  filed  September  2. 1975. 
Applicant:  R  J  L  (CORPORATION, 
Shelbum.  Ind.  47879.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  One  In¬ 
diana  Square,  Suite  2465,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Corrugated  plastic  drainage 
tubing,  (a)  from  Montpelier,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Missouri,  Kansas.  Arkansas. 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  minois,  and  New  York;  and 
(b)  from  the  plantsites  of  Certain-Teed/ 


Dasrmond  Co.  located  at  points  in  the  des¬ 
tination  states  named  in  (l)(a)  above 
to  Montpelier,  Ind.;  (H)  Plastic  cou¬ 
pling  T’s,  reducers,  and  caps,  adapters, 
and  elbows  used  in  the  distribution  of  and 
installation  of  corrugated  plastic  drain¬ 
age  tubing,  from  points  in  the  states 
named  in  (1)  (a)  above  to  Montpelier, 
Ind.,  imder  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Certain-Teed/Daymond  Co. 
of  Ann  Arbor,  Mich. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  either  Chi¬ 
cago,  lU.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Passengers  Applications 
No.  MC  94742  (Sub-No.  37) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  25, 1975.  Applicant:  MICHAUD  BUS 
LINES,  INC,,  61-63  Jefferson  Avenue. 
Salem,  Mass.  01970.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frank  Daniels,  15  Court 
Square.  Boston,  Mass.  02108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  special  sightseeing  and  pleasure 
tours,  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Middlesex,  Suffolk,  Norfolk,  -  Plymouth, 
and  Bristol  Counties,  Mass,  (excluding 
Lowell,  Boston,  New  Bedford,  Randolph, 
Fall  River,  Plymouth,  and  Kingston, 
Mass.)  and  points  in  Rockingham,  Straf¬ 
ford.  Merrimack,  and  Hillsboro  Counties, 
N.H.  and  York  County,  Maine,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  Unit^  States, 
including  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  bbcessaiy, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  111422  (Sub-No.  8) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5. 1975.  Applicant:  O.  D.  ANDER¬ 
SON,  INC.,  Conneaut  Lake  Road,  Green¬ 
ville,  Pa.  16125.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  S.  Harrls(xi  Ktdin,  Suite  733  Invest¬ 
ment  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers  in  charter  (^rations, 
and  passengers  and  their  baggage  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers  in  special 
operations,  in  roimd  trip  sightseeing  and 
pleasure  tours,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Armstrong,  Beaver,  Butler, 
Clarion,  Forest,  and  Westmoreland 
Counties,  Pa.,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States.  Including  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  {q>plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Erie,  Pa. 

No.  MC  136614  (Sub-No.  2) .  filed  Au¬ 
gust  14,  1975,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  September  18. 1975,  re¬ 
published  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  DIVERSIFIED  TRANSPORTA- 
TTON  LTD.,  2422  9th  Avenue,  SE..  Cal¬ 
gary,  Alberta,  Canada  T  260V7.  Aig>ll- 
cant’s  representative:  Jacob  P.  Billlg, 
1126  16th  St..  NW..  Washington.  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  in  charter  (dera¬ 
tions,  between  ports  of  entry  on  the  In¬ 


ternational  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  located  in 
Washington,  Montana.  North  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  New 
Yoik,  and  Maine,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Connecticut.  Delaware.  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota. 
Mississippi.  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico, 
New  York,  North  Caroliiu^  North  Dakota. 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin.  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  conduct  of  charter  opera¬ 
tions  originating  and  terminating  within 
the  Province  of  Alberta. 

Note. — ^Tbe  purpose  of  tbls  republication  is 
to  indicate  West  Virginia  as  a  destination 
point  wblcb  was  previously  omitted.  If  a 
bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  tbe  applicant 
requests  it  be  beld  at  Great  Falls,  Mont., 
or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utab. 

No.  MC  138297  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1975.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
FLORIDA  COACH  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
BOX  3844,  Cox  Road  &  State  Road  520, 
Cocoa,  Fla.  32922.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Kenneth  R.  Davis,  121  S.  Main 
St.,  Taylor,  Pa.  18517.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Passengers  and  th^r  bag¬ 
gage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  in  special  and  charter  operations, 
between  points  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  pas¬ 
sengers  having  an  immediately  prior 
movement  in  a  motor  vehicle  tendered  to 
carrier  for  transportation  on  separate 
auUxnobile  transporters  pursuant  to  the 
authority  set  forth  in  iMuit  (2)  hereof; 
(2)  motor  vehicles  in  secondary  move¬ 
ments  in  truckaway  service,  between 
points  set  forth  in  (1)  above,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  motor  vehicles 
tendered  to  carrier  by  those  passengers 
moving  pursuant  to  the  authority  set 
out  in  part  (1)  above. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  tbe  iq>- 
pllcant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  138828  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
March  13,  1975.  Applicant:  MAPLE¬ 
WOOD  EQUIPMENT  CXJMPANY,  419 
Anderson  Avmue,  Fairview,  N.J.  07022. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  F. 
Bowes,  744  Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage  in  the  same  v^cle 
with  passengers,  between  CUffside  Park, 
N.J.,  and  West  New  York,  N  J.:  PrtMn  the 
juncti(Hi  of  Edgewater  Road,  CkM^e  Road, 
and  Palisades  Avenue  over  Palisades 
Avenue  to  the  junction  of  Jc^  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  Boulevard  Blast  and  W(x>dcllff  Ave¬ 
nue  and  Palisades  Avenue,  thence  over 
John  F.  Kennedy  Boulevard  Bast  to  the 
Junctkxi  of  Hillside  Road,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  serving  no  inter- 
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Street,  Sriite  2108,  Chicago,  Ill.  60602. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  (^ration, 
in  Interstate  commerce,  as  a  ireight  for- 
voarier,  through  use  of  ttie  facilities  of 
common  carriers  by  express  and  motor 
vehicle,  in  the  transportation  of  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  between 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee,  restrict¬ 
ed  to  traffic  having  an  immediately  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air  or  in  sub¬ 
stituted  air  service  in  the  air  freight 
forwarding  service  of  Astro  Air  Express, 
Inc.  — 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  i^plicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robekt  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 


Thomas  Kent  Guelzow,  513  S.  Barstow 
Street,  Eau  Claire,  Wis.  54701.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker 
at  Elk  Mound  and  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  to 
s^  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of 
Groups  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
in  special  and  charter  c^ieraticms,  by 
motor  carriers,  between  points  in  Doug¬ 
las,  Eau  Claire,  Dunn,  Chippewa,  smd 
LaGrosse  Coimties,  Wis.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Eau 
Claire  or  Madison,  Wls.,  or  St.  Paul-Mlnne- 
apolis,  Minn. 

Freightfor'warder  Application 

No.  FP  476,  filed  August  28,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ASTRO  AIR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  66290,  O’Hare  Field,  Chicago, 
HI.  60666.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  C.  Hardman,  33  North  LaSalle 


mediate  points,  and  serving  West  New 
York,  N.J.  for  the  purposes  of  joinder 
only  at  the  junction  of  Hillside  Road  and 
John  F.  Kennedy  Boulevard  East. 

Note. — Applicant  Is  temporary  Lessee  of 
Orange  ft  Black  Bus  Lines,  Inc.  and  Intends 
to  Join  the  requested  authority  with  the  ex¬ 
isting  authority  In  MC  66582  to  provide  serv¬ 
ice  between  points  on  Its  existing  and  pro¬ 
posed  routes  in  Palrview,  NJ.  and  points 
ntMth  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  New  York,  N.Y.  Common  control  may 
be  Involved.  Applicant  presently  holds  pas¬ 
senger  contract  carrier  authority,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  either  Newark,  N.J.,  or  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Broker  Applications 

No.  MC  130338,  filed  August  15. 
1975.  Applicant:  LAWRENCE  WAYNE 
HOLLINGSWORTH.  CHARLES  S. 
FEIATHER,  JR.,  doing  business  as  NEW 
WORLD  TRAVEL.  Route  1.  Elk  Mound, 
Wis.  54739.  Applicant’s  representative: 


FCDEIM  tEOtSIH,  VOL  40,  NO.  192— THUISOAY,  OCTOBEt  2,  1975 


